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First Session oF THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT OF THE 
UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND, 
AND THE FourTEENTH OF Her Masesty QuEeEN VICTORIA, 

On AUGUST 12th, 1896. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Secretary of State for), 
ES EER EB EDR BRI A AE } The Most Hon. the Marquess of Satispury, K.G. 


Dore: Fite Chancellay ..., ....vcse.sss satevescass The Right Hon. Lord Hatszvry. 


Lord President of the Council .................. The Most Noble the Duke of Devonsuirg, k.c. 
INN MOUNDS <a cas cascnsnasdovenmossncesetsouscebe The Right Hon. Viscount Cross, G.c.n., G.C.8.1. 
First Lord offfthe Treasury...............:+2se008+ The Right Hon. Arravr James Batrour. 
Secretary of State for the Home Department... The Right Hon. Sir Marrnew Wurre Rivtey, Bart. 
Secretary of State for the Colonies ............ The Right Hon. Josern CHAMBERLAIN. 
Secretary of State for War ...............ssesee0 The Most Hon. the Marquess of LANspowngE, K.G. 
Secretary of State for India ...............00000 The Right Hon. Lord Grorcr Francis Hamiton. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ..............s00000 The Right Hon Sir Micnart E. Hicks Beacn, Bart. 
First Lord of the Admiralty ..................068 The Right Hon. Groner Joacnimm Goscuen. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland.....................068 The Right Hon. Earl Capocan, k.6. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland ...............0.2s00e+ The Right Hon Lord AsHnovurne. 
President of the Board of Trade.................. The Right Hon. Cxartes Toomson Rircnire. 
Secretary for Scotland and Vice President of 1 », ae : Be ‘ : 

the Scotch Education Department ............ { The Right Hon. Lord Batrovr or Burren. 


President of the Local Government Board .... The Right Hon. Henry Cuaruiy. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster ......... The Right Hon. Lord James. 
“ ‘ ae oll Paaton Daulinn » -¢ 
First | Commissioner of ‘Works, Parks, and ) a4, Right Hon. Arrras Akers Doveras. 
MEIN iss caadasvuk oacavh over eudcanwsenathsaeel J . 


President of the Board of Agriculture ......... The Right Hon. Wattrr Hume Lona. j 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant......... The Right Hon. Grratp Witi1am Barrovr. 
WOMRONE CROMOIGL 5.005555 ceseesssessncasenseess The Most Noble the Duke of Norro.k, k.c. 
Vice President of the Committee of Council 


f The Right Hon. Sir Jonn E_pon Gorsr. 


{ Henry Torrens ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
Lords Commissioners of the Treasury ......... Wituiam Hayes Fisner, Esq. 
The Lord Sraniry. 
| Admiral Sir Frepertck Wittiam Ricnarps, K.c.B. 


MUN INGRIIOY: o5.ca ecu ccaaes cacccedandicvcaenmtrere 


Rear Admiral Sir Frepertck Grorce DEennam 
BEp¥orD, c.B. 


Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty......... Rear Admiral Sir Joun Annurnnor Fisnen, cn. 
| Captain Gerarp Henry Ucrrep Nort, 8.N. 
Josern AvsTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq. 
Patronage Secretary to the Treasury ......... Sir Witu1am Hoop Watnronp, Bart. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ............ The Right Hon. Roserrt Witiiam Hanrvry. 
Secretary to the Admiralty .............::cceeeeeee Wittiam Grey Exiison Macartney, Esq. 
Secretary to the Board of Trade................+. The Earl of Dupiey. 


Secretary to the Local Government Board .... Tuomas Waxiacr Rvsseit, Esq. 
Under Secretary for the Home Department... The Right Hon, Jessy Coniines. 


Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs ......... The Right Hon. Grorcr Naruanret Curzon. 
Under Secretary for the Colonies ............... The Earl of SrLrorne. 

Under Secretary for War .............seccscseees The Hon. WiLi1AM St. Jonn FREMANTLE Bropricx. 
Under Secretary for India .............:.0.seeeeee The Earl of OnsLow, G.c.M.c. 

PAPAS GOMEEAL .........0000--cecrercesescoonsee The Earl of Horrrovn. 

Financial Secretary to the War Department Josrrn Powrrt Wiii1ams, Esq. 

Parliamentary Charity Commissioner ......... Joun Grant Lawson, Esq. 

Judge Advocate General ............cccseseeeeeeees The Right Hon. Sir Francis H. Jeunes, Knt. 
POG CROIIIIEL 55500055 sie sees ectscdacdeansenvets Sir Ricuarp Everarp Wexster, Knt. 
NNN 0. oc asessccisestivevopnnevixen ania Sir Ronexr Bannatyne Fixtay, Knt, 


. “p- wey 
2d! P 





iv MINISTRY OF THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland ...............scsseeeeeee < In the Cabinet. (See previous page.) 
TUONO oo voscesscccesusccsséecesasereqsieeuse's The Right Hon. Sir Cuan.es Jonn Pranson, Knt 
IIE RIOUNOIIN oi oissccosccstnasdesssouneungrcderes Anprew Granam Mernray, Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant and Lord Chancellor ......... In the Cabinet. - (Sve prerious page.) 
Py GORE £5 ho0ks se coiacetcnduckdestis The Right Hon. Joun ATKIvson. 
NE SNOUT. cs caossevsc ios sacassvgsescontesa tors Wiis Kenny, Esq. 





THE QUEEN’S HOUSEHOLD. 


ERNIE) 731.55: adasenshasccssewenectenaecthin The Earl of Pemprokrt anp Montrcomery, G.C.B, 
INO cc cocsceorcccncsvosevedeceeccoss The Right Hon. the Earl of Laraom, G.c.n. 
Master of the Horse .......2..csccsis.cosccccsecceees The Most Noble the Duke of Portianp. 
Treasurer of the Household.....................04- The Marquess of CarMARTHEN. 

Comptroller of the Household..................... The Right Hon. Lord Arravr Wititrax Hirt. 
Vice Chamberlain of the Household ............ The Hon. Atpwyn Epwarp Fettowes. 

Captain of the Yeomen of the Guard ............ The Earl of Lrwerick, K.P. 

Captain of the Corps of Gentlemen-at-Arms The Lord Betrrr. 

Master of the Buckhounds ...................20005 The Right Hon. the Earl of Coventry. 


The Earl WaLpEGRAVE. 
The Earl of Ranrvrty. 
The Lord Cuvrcuite. 
RROEES EID. Wind Nemec Ae peak: th, The Lord Harris, G.c.1.8. 
The Lord Henntker. 
The Lord Lawrence. 
\ The Earl of Crarenpon. 
Mistress of the Robes ... .... .......ccceccecceeees Her Grace the Duchess of Bueciteven. 


Lords-in- Waiting 








ROLL 
LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


IN 


Tue First Session OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 
THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 
oY VICTORLA, 1895. 
Mem.-—According to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints a Select 


Committee, the Lords appointed to serve upon it are named in the Order of their 
Rank, beginning with the highest ; and so, when the House sends a Committee to 
a Conference with the Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first, and the 
rest yo forth in like order: but when the Whole House is called over for any 
Purpose, within the House, or for the Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster 
Hall, or upon any public Solemnity, the call begins invariably with the Junior 





Baron. 


His Royal Highness 
Prince of Wales. 
His Royal Highness Alfred Ernest Albert 

Duke of Edinburgh. 

His Royal Highness Arthur William 
Patrick Albert Duke of Connaught 
and Strathearn. 

His Royal Highness George Frederick 
Ernest Albert Duke of York. 

His Royal Highness Leopold Charles Ed- 
ward George Albert Duke of Albany. 

His Royal Highness George William 
Frederick Charles Duke of Cambridge. , 


Albert Edward 


Edward White Archbishop of Canter- 
bury. 

Hardinge Stanley Lord Halsbury, Lord 
High Chancellor. 


| William Dalrymple Archbishop of York. 


Spencer Compton Duke of Devonshire, 
Lord President of the Council, 

Richard Assheton Viscount Cross, Lord 
Privy Seal. 

Henry Duke of Norfolk, Karl Marshal 
of England. 

Algernon Duke of Somerset. 


Charles Henry Duke of Richmond. 





vi 


Augustus Charles 
Grafton, 

Henry Charles Fitzroy Duke of Beau- 
fort. 

William Amelius Aubrey de Vere Duke 
of St. Albans. 

George Godolphin Duke of Leeds. 

Herbrand Arthur Duke of Bedford. 

Spencer Compton Duke of Devonshire. 
(In another place as Lord President 
of the Council.) 

Charles 
borough. 

John James Robert Duke of Rutland. 


Lennox . Duke of 


Alfred Douglas Duke of Brandon. (Duke | 


of Hamilton.) 
William John Arthur 
Duke of Portland. 
William Angus Drogo Duke of Man- 
chester. 
Henry Pelham Archibald Douglas Duke 
of Newcastle. 


Charles James 


Algernon George Duke of Northumber- 
land. 

His Royal Highness Ernest Augustus 
William Adolphus George Frederick 
Duke of Cumberland and Teviotdale. 

Henry Duke of Wellington. 

Cromartie Duke of Sutherland. 

Hugh Lupus Duke of Westminster. 


Alexander William George Duke of Fife. | 


George Douglas Duke of Argyll. 

Augustus John Henry Beaumont Mar- 
quess of Winchester. 

Henry Charles. Keith 
Lansdowne. 

John Villiers Stuart Marquess Towns- 


hend. 


Marquess of 


Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 
Salisbury, Prime MInisTer. 

John Alexander Marquess of Bath. 

James Marquess of Abercorn. (Duke of 


Abercorn. ) 
Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hertford. 
John Patrick Marquess of Bute. 


Richard John Duke of Marl- | 





ROLL OF THE LORDS 


Brownlow Henry George Marquess of 
| Exeter. 

| William Marquess of Northampton. 
| John Charles Marquess Camden. 
| Henry Marquess of Anglesey. 

| George Henry Hugh Marquess of 
| Cholmondeley. 
| Henry Augustus Marquess of Ailesbury. 
| Frederick William John Marquess of 
Bristol. 


| Archibald Marquess of Ailsa. 


| 
} 
} 


Constantine Charles Henry Marquess of 
| Normanby. 
George Frederick Samuel Marquess of 
| Ripon. 
| William Marquess of Abergavenny. 
Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane. 
Frederick Henry Temple Marquess of 
Dufferin and Ava. ty 
Lawrence Marquess of Zetland. 
Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Montgo- 
mery, Lord Steward of the Household. 
Edward Earl of Lathom, Lord Chamber- 
| lain of the Household. 
Charles Henry John Ear! of Shrewsbury. 
_ Frederick Arthur Ear! of Derby. 
| Warner Francis John Plantagenet Earl 
of Huntingdon. 
| Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Mont- 
gomery. (In another place as Lord 
Steward of the Household. ) 
Henry Hugh Earl of Devon. 
| Henry Charles Earl of Suffolk and Berk- 
shire. 
Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius Augus- 
tine Earl of Denbigh. 
| Anthony Mildmay Julian Earl of West- 
morland. 
Montague Earl of Lindsey. 
| William Earl of Stamford. 
| Murray Edward Gordon Earl of Win- 
chilsea and Nottingham. 
| Edwyn Francis Earl of Chesterfield 
Edward George Henry Earl of Sand- 
wich. 




















SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 


George Devereux de Vere Earl of Essex. | Bertram Earl of Ashburnham, 
George James Ear! of Carlisle. Charles Augustus Earl of Harrington. 
William Henry Walter Earl of Don-| Newton Earl of Portsmouth. 

caster. (Duke of Buccleuch and | Francis Richard Charles Guy Earl 


Queensberry. ) | Brooke and Earl of Warwick. 
Anthony Ear! of Shaftesbury. | Sidney Carr Earl of Buckinghamshire. 
Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of) William Thomas Spencer Earl Fitz- 

Berkeley. | william. 

Montagu Arthur Earl of Abingdon. | Frederick George Earl of Guilford. 
Aldred Frederick George Beresford Earl Charles Philip Earl of Hardwicke. 

of Scarbrough. Henry Edward Ear! of Ilchester. 
Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of Albemarle. | Reginald Windsor Earl De La Warr 
George William Earl of Coventry. William Earl of Radnor. 

Victor Albert George Earl of Jersey. John Poyntz Earl Spencer. 
William Henry Ear] Poulett. Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst. 
John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar-| Arthur Wills John Wellington Trum- 

(Elected for Scotland.) | bull Blundell Earl of Hillsborough. 
Sholto George Watson Earl of Morton (Marquess of Downshire.) 

(Elected for Scotland. ) | Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon. 
Walter John Francis Earl of Mar and! William David Earl of Mansfield, 

Kellie. (Elected for Scotland.) John James Hugh Henry Earl Strange. 
George Earl of Haddington. (Elected (Duke of Atholl.) 

for Scotland.) William Henry Earl of Mount Edg- 
Frederick Henry Earl of Lauderdale. cumbe. 

(Elected for Scotland.) | Hugh Ear! Fortescue. 

David Stanley William Earl of Airlie. George Edward Stanhope Molyneux Earl 

(Elected for Scotland. ) of Carnarvon. 

Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of Carn-| George Henry Earl Cadogan. 

wath. (Elected for Scotland.) Edward James Earl of Malmesbury. 
Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and | John Vansittart Danvers Earl of Lanes- 

Melville. (Elected for Scotland.) borough. (Elected for Ireland.) 


Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamilton Henry Ernest Newcomen Earl of King- 
Earl of Dundonald. (Elected for Scot-| ston. (Elected for Ireland.) 


land.) Dermot Robert Wyndham Earl of Mayo. 
Sewallis Edward Ear] Ferrers. (Elected for Ireland.) 
William Heneage Earl of Dartmouth. Hugh Earl Annesley. (Elected for 
Charles Earl of Tankerville. Treland.) 
Charles Wightwick Earl of Aylesford. | George Earl of Lucan. (Elected for 
Francis Thomas de Grey Earl Cowper. | Jreland.) 
Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope. Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
Thomas Augustus Wolstenholme Earl of | (lected for Ireland. ) 

Macclesfield. James Francis Earl of Bandon. (Elected 
Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald Earl) for Ireland.) 

Graham. (Duke of Montrose.) | James Earl of Caledon (Elected for 


William Frederick Earl Waldegrave. Ireland.) 









Vill 


James Francis Harry Earl of Rosslyn. 

William George Robert Earl of Craven. 

William Hillier Ear! of Onslow. 

Charles Earl of Romney. 

Walter John Earl of Chichester. 

Seymour John Grey Earl of Wilton. 

George Charles Earl of Powis. 

Horatio Ear] Nelson. 

Lawrence Earl 
Ireland.) 

Sydney William Herbert Earl Manvers. 

Robert Horace Earl of Orford. 

Albert Henry George Earl Grey. 

Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale. 

Dudley Francis Stuart Earl of Har- | 
rowby. 

Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood. 

Gilbert John Earl of Minto. 

Alan Frederick Earl Cathcart. 

James Walter Earl of Verulam. 

Adelbert Wellington 


Brownlow. 


( Elected jor | 


of Rosse. 


Ear] | 


Brownlow 


Henry Cornwallis Ear] of St. Germans. 

Albert Edmund Earl of Morley. 

Orlando George Charles Earl of Brad- 
ford. 

William Earl Beauchamp. 

John Earl of Eldon. 

Richard William Penn Earl Howe. 

George Edward John Mowbray Ear] of | 
Stradbroke. | 

William Stephen Earl Temple of Stowe. 

Francis Charles Earl of 
(Elected for Ireland.) 

Charles Stewart Earl Vane. (Marquess | 

| 


Kilmorey. 


of Londonderry. ) 
William Archer Earl Amherst. 
John Frederick Vaughan Earl Cawdor. | 
William George Earl of Munster. 
Robert Adam Philips Haldane Earl of 
Camperdown. 
Thomas Francis Ear] of Lichfield. 
John George Earl of Durham. 
Granville George Earl Granville. 
Henry Ear] of Effingham. 





ROLL OF THE LORDS 


| Henry John Earl of Ducie. 
| Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of Yar- 
borough. 
Henry John Earl Innes. (Duke of 
Roxburghe.) 
Thomas William Earl of Leicester. 


Ralph Gordon Earl of Lovelace. 


Charles William Francis Earl of 
Gainsborough. 

Francis Charles Granville Earl of 
Ellesmere. 


George Henry Charles Earl of Strafford. 

Kenelm Charles Edward Earl of Cot- 
tenham. 

Henry Arthur Mornington Earl Cowley. 

George Arnulph Earl of Winton. ( Zarl 
of Eglintoun. ) 

William Humble Earl of Dudley. 

John Francis Stanley Earl Russell. 

John Earl of Kimberley. 

Richard Ear] of Dartrey. 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham. 

Henry George Earl of Ravensworth. 

Edward Montagu Stuart Granville Kar! 
of Wharncliffe. 


Thomas George Earl of Northbrook. 


| Herbert John Earl Cairns. 


Vietor Alexander George Robert Earl 
of Lytton. 

Edward Earl of Lathom. (Jn another 
place as Lord Chamberlain of the 
Household. ) 

George Edward Ear] Sondes. 

William Waldegrave Earl of Selborne. 

Walter Stafford Earl of Iddesleigh. 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt. 

William 


Londesborough. 


Henry Forester Earl of 
| Gathorne Earl of Cranbrook. 

| Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster. 
Charles Robert Earl Carrington. 

Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of Crewe. 
| Robert Viscount Hereford. 


| Byron Plantagenet Viscount Falkland. 


(Elected for Scotland. ) 




















SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 


Henry Viscount Bolingbroke and St. | Arthur Wellesley Viscount Peel. 





John. Henry Thurstan Viscount Knutsford. 
Charles George Viscount Cobham. Henry Viscount Llandaff. 
Evelyn Edward Thomas Viscount Fal-| Frederick Bishop of London. 
mouth. Brooke Foss Bishop of Durham. 
George Master Viscount Torrington. Randall Thomas Bishop of Winchester. 
Maurice Viscount Leinster. (Duke of'| Charles John Bishop of Gloucester and 
Leinster. ) Bristol. 
Francis Wheler Viscount Hood. Richard Bishop of Chichester. 
Mervyn Edward Viscount Powerscourt. | William Basil Bishop of St. David’s. 
(Elected for Ireland.) John Charles Bishop of Liverpool. 
Henry William Crosbie Viscount Bangor. | Ernest Roland Bishop of Newcastle. 
(Elected for Ireland.) Richard Bishop of Llandaff. 


Cornwallis Viscount Hawarden. (Elected | William Bishop of Oxford. 
for Ireland.) (In another place as | George Bishop of Southwell. 





Earl de Montalt. ) William Boyd Bishop of Ripon. 
Carnegie Parker Viscount St. Vincent. | Edward Bishop of Lincoln. 
Henry Viscount Melville. Edward Henry Bishop of Exeter. 


John Bishop of Salisbury. 


William Wells Viscount Sidmouth. 


Henry Edward Montagu Dorington | Alwyne Bishop of Ely. 








Clotworthy Viscount Templetown. | James Bishop of Manchester. 
(Elected for Ireland.) William Walsham Bishop of Wakefield. 
John Campbell Viscount Gordon. /#arl | Francis John Bishop of Chester. 
of Aberdeen. ) Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph. 
Edward Fleetwood John Viscount | Daniel Lewis Bishop of Bangor. 
Exmouth, John Wogan Bishop of St. Albans. 
John Luke George Viscount Hutchinson. | John James Stewart Bishop of Wor- 
(Earl of Donoughmore. ) | cester. 
William Frederick Viscount Clancarty. | Mandell Bishop of Peterborough. 
(Earl of Clancarty.) Dudley Charles Lord de Ros. 
Robert Wellington Viscount Comber- | Charles Botolph Joseph Lord Mowbray. 
mere. George Manners Lord Hastings. 
Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury. Jack Southwell Lord de Clifford. 
Rowland Richard Viscount Hill. Charles Henry Rolle Lord Clinton. 
Henry Charles Viscount Hardinge. Robert Nathaniel Cecil George Lord 
Hugh Viscount Gough. Zouche of Haryngworth. 
Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax. | Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 
Alexander Nelson Viscount Bridport. | Ruthyn. 
William Henry Berkeley Viscount | Charles Edward Hastings Lord Botreaux. 
Portman. (Earl of Loudoun. ) 
Henry Robert Viscount Hampden. Francis Robert Lord Camoys. 
Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley. Miles Lord Beaumont. 
William John Viscount Oxenbridge. Henry Lord Willoughby de Broke. 


Richard Assheton Viscount Cross. (/n| Herbert George Charles Lord Vaux of 
another place as Lord Privy Seal.) Harrowden. 















x 


Ralph Gordon Lord Wentworth. (Jn 
another place as Earl of Lovelace.) 
Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord Braye. 

Robert George Lord Windsor. 

William Henry John Lord North. 

Beauchamp Moubray Lord St. John of 
Bletso. 

Frederick George 
Walden. 

Bernard Henry Philip Lord Petre. 

John Fiennes Lord Saye and Sele. 

Arundell of War- 


Lord Howard de 





John Francis Lord 
dour. 

John Stuart Lord Clifton. 
Darnley.) 

John Baptist Joseph Lord Dormer. 


(Earl of | 


Henry John Philip Sidney Lord Teynham. | 
Fitzherbert Lord Stafford. | 
George Frederick William Lord Byron. 
Lewis Henry Hugh Lord Clifford of | 

Chudleigh. 


Henry de Vere Lord Barnard. 


Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord | 
Forbes. (Elected for Scotland. ) 
Alexander William Frederick Lord | 
Saltoun. (Elected for Scotland.) | 


Charles William Lord Sinclair. 
Jor Scotland. ) 

Walter Lord 
(Elected for Scotland.) 

Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of Bur- 
leigh. (Elected for Scotland. ) 

Walter Hugh Lord Polwarth. (Elected | 
Jor Scotland. ) 

Richard Edmund St. Lawrence Lord | 
Boyle. (Earl of Cork and Orrery.) 

George Lord Hay. (Earl of Kinnoul.) | 

Digby Wentworth Bayard Lord Mid. | 
dleton. 


( Elected | 


James Torphichen. | 


Walter William Brabazon Lord Pon- 
sonby. (Earl of Bessborough. ) 


Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord Scarsdale. | 


George Florance Lord Boston. 


Charles George Lord Lovell and Hol- | 
land. (Earl of Egmont.) | 





ROLL OF THE LORDS 


George William Henry Lord Vernon. 

Edward Henry Trafalgar Lord Digby. 

Martin Bladen Lord Hawke. 

Henry Thomas Lord Foley. 

Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dynevor. 

Thomas Lord Walsingham. 

William Lord Bagot. 

Charles Henry Lord Southampton. 

John Richard Brinsley Lord Grantley. 

George Bridges Harley Dennett Lord 
Rodney. 

Henry George Lord Lovaine. (Earl 
Percy.) 

Philip Reginald Lord Somers. 

Richard Henry Lord Berwick. 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherboriie. 


| John Henry de la Poer Lord. Tyrone. 


(Marquess of Waterford. ) 
Richard Henry Lord Carleton. 
of Shannon. ) 
Charles Lord Suttield. 
Dudley Wilmot Lord Dorchester. 
Lloyd Lord Kenyon. 
Charles Cornwallis Lord Braybrooke. 
George Augustus Hamilton Lord Fisher- 
( Marquess of Donegall. ) 
Henry Charles Lord Gage. 


(Earl 


wick. 

( Viscount 
Gage.) 

Thomas John Lord Thurlow 

William Morton Lord Auckland. 

Leopold George Frederick Lord Mendip. 
( Viscount Clifden. ) 


Edmund Archibald Lord Stuart of 
Castle Stuart. (Karl of Moray.) 

Alan Plantagenet Lord Stewart of 
Garlies. (Earl of Galloway.) 


| James George Henry Lord Saltersford. 


(Earl of Courtown.) 
William Lord Brodrick. 
Midleton. ) 


( Viscount 


| Augustus Cholmondeley Lord Calthorpe. 


Peter Robert Lord Gwydir. 
William Henry Lord Bolton. 

















Thomas Lyttleton Lord Lilford. 

Thomas Lord Ribblesdale. 

John William Lord Dunsany. 
Jor Ireland.) 


( Elected 


Edward Donough Lord Inchiquin. 
(Elected for Ireland. ) 
John Thomas William Lord Massy. 


(Elected for Ireland. ) 
Hamilton Matthew FitzMaurice Lord 
(Elected for Ireland. ) 
Francis William Lord 
(Elected for Ireland.) 
Luke Gerald Lord Clonbrock. (Elected 
Sor Ireland.) 
Charles Mark Lord Headley. 
Sor Ireland.) 
Edward Henry Churchill Lord Crofton. 
(Elected for Ireland. ) 


Muskerry. 


Kilmaine. 


(Elected 


Hercules Edward Lord Langford. | 
(Elected for Ireland.) 

Dayrolles Blakeney Lord  Ventry. 
(Elected for Ireland.) 

Henry O’Callaghan Lord Dunalley. | 


(Elected for Ireland. ) 

Eyre Challoner Henry Lord Clarina. 
(Elected for Ireland. ) 
John Henry Lord Loftus. 

Ely.) 
William Lord 
Carysfort. ) 


(Marquess of 
Carysfort. (Earl of 


George Ralph Lord Abercromby. 


Charles Towry Hamilton Lord Ellen- | 


borough. 
Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord Sandys. 
Henry North Lord Sheffield. (Earl of 
Sheffield. ) 
William Macnaghten Lord Erskine. 
George John Lord Monteagle. (Mar- 
quess of Sligo. ) 
Bernard Arthur William Patrick Hast- 
ings Lord Granard. (£arl of Granard.) 
Alan Hyde Lord Gardner. 
John Thomas Lord Manners. 
John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun. 
(Earl of Hopetoun. ) 


SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 





xi 
Charles Lord Meldrum. (JMarquess of 
Huntly.) 


Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. (Zarl 
of Enniskillen. ) 


William Hale John Charles Lord 
Foxford. (Earl of Limerick.) 
Victor Albert Francis Charles Lord 


Churchill. 

George Robert Canning Lord Harris. 

Reginald Charles Edward Lord Col- 
chester. 

Schomberg Henry Lord Ker. (Marquess 
of Lothian.) 

Henry Francis Lord Minster (Mar- 
quess Conyngham. ) 

James Edward William Theobald Lord 


Ormonde. (Marquess of Ormonde. ) 


Francis Richard Lord Wemyss. (Farl 
| of Wemyss. ) 
| John Strange Lord Clanbrassil. (Zarl 
of Roden.) 
Thomas Lord Silchester. (Karl of Long 


Jord. ) 

Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. ( Vis- 
count Massereene ) 

Hugh Lord Delamere. 

Cecil Theodore Lord Forester. 

| John William Lord Rayleigh. 

Edric Frederic Lord Gifford. 

| Hubert George Lord Somerhill. (Jar- 





quess of Clanricarde. ) 


James Ludovic Lord Wigan. (arl of 
| 

| Crawford.) 

| Uchter John Mark Lord Ranfurly. 


| (Earl of Ranfurly.) 
| John Byrne Leicester Lord de Tabiey. 

| Charles Stuart Henry Lord Tenterden. 
| William Conyngham Lord Plunket. 

| William Frederick Lord Heytesbury. 

| Archibald Philip Lord Rosebery. (Earl 
| of Rosebery.) 


| Richard James Lord Clanwilliam. (Zarl 

| of Clanwilliam. ) 

| William Draper Mortimer Lord Wyn- 
ford. 








xii ROLL OF THE LORDS 


Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock. (Karl| Henry Edward John Lord Stanley of 
of Erroll.) Alderley. 
Arthur James Francis Lord Fingall. | William Henry Lord Leigh. 
(Earl of Fingall.) | seilby Lord Wenlock. 
William Philip Lord Sefton. (£ar/ of | William Lord Lurgan. 
| 
| 


Sefton. ) Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of 





Charles Lord Clements. (Zarl of Lei-| Brandon. 
trim. ) | John Reginald Upton Lord Seaton. 
Geoffrey Thomas Lord Kenlis. (Mar- | John Manley Arbuthnot Lord Keane. 
quess of Headfort.) John Lord Oxenfoord. (Earl of Stair.) 
Reginald Lord Chaworth. (Harl of | George Crespigny Brabazon Lord Vivian. 
Meath.) Henry William Lord Congleton. 
Charles Adolphus Lord Dunmore. (Zar/ | Victor Alexander Lord Elgin. (£avl of 
of Dunmore. ) Elgin and Kincardine. ) 
Augustus Frederick George Warwick | Thomas Montague Morrison Lord Truro. 
Lord Poltimore. | Arthur Lord de Freyne. 
Llewellyn Nevill Vaughan Lord Mostyn. | Edward Burtenshaw Lord St. pacer 
Henry Spencer Lord Templemore. | George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord Raglan. 
Valentine Frederick Lord Cloncurry. Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare. 


James St. Vincent Lord de Saumarez. | (Earl of Kenmare.) 
Thomas Lord Denman. | Henry Lord Belper. 
James Yorke Macgregor Lord Abinger. | Richard Wogan Lord Talbot de Malahide 
Philip Lord de l’Isle and Dudley. | Robert Wellesley Lord Ebury. 
Francis Denzil Edward Lord Ashburton. | Charles Compton William Lord Chesham. 
Edward George Perey Lord Hatherton. | Frederick Augustus Lord Chelmsford. 
Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord | John Lord Churston. 

Worlingham. (Earl of Gosford.) | Henry Lord Leconfield. 
Hallyburton George Lord Stratheden. | Wilbraham Lord Egerton. 
Geoffrey Dominick Augustus Frederick | Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar. 

Lord Oranmore and Browne. (Elected | Fitz-Patrick Henry Lord Lyveden. 


for Ireland. ) | Henry Charles Lord Brougham and Vaux. 
Simon Joseph Lord Lovat. | Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird. 
William Bateman Lord Bateman. | Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord 
Algernon Hawkins Thomond Lord) Westbury. 

Kintore. (Larl of Kintore.) Francis William  Fitzhardinge Lord 
George Ponsonby Lord Lismore. (Vis-| Fitzhardinge. 

count Lismore. ) | Luke Lord Annaly. 


Derrick Warner William Lord Rossmore. | John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Robert Shapland George Julian Lord! Romilly. 


Carew. James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth Lord 
Charles Frederick Ashley Cooper Lord| Meredyth. (Lord Athlumney.) 

de Mauley. | Windham Thomas Lord Kenry. (ar 
Arthur Lord Wrottesley. | of Dunraven and Mount-Earl.) 


Charles Douglas Richard Lord Sudeley. | Henry Power Charles Stanley Lord 
Paul Sanford Lord Methuen. | Monck. ( Viscount Monck.) 











SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. xiii 
John Major Lord Hartismere. (Zord| Arthur George Maule Lord Ramsay. 


Henniker. ) (Earl of Dalhousie. ) 
Hedworth Hylton Lord Hylton. | John Henry Lord Fermanagh. (£arl 
George Sholto Gordon Lord Penrhyn. | of Erne.) 
Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. | William Richard Lord Harlech. 

( Viscount Boyne. ) | Henry Gerard Lord Alington. 
John Henry Lord Kesteven. | Wilbraham Frederic Lord Tollemache. 
Arthur Lord Ormathwaite. | William Cansfield Lord Gerard. 
Edward Lord O'Neill. Lionel Sackville Lord Sackville. 
Robert William Lord Napier. Colin Lord Blackburn. 
Jenico William Joseph Lord Gormans-| Charles Bowyer Lord Norton. 

ton. (Viscount Gormanston. ) | Perey Lord Shute. (Viscount Bar- 
Thomas Kane Lord  Rathdonnell.|  rington.) 

(Elected for Ireland. ) William Lord Watson. (A Lord o/ 
John Hamilton Lord Lawrence. | Appeal in Ordinary.) 


James Plaisted Lord Penzance. Lawrence Hesketh Lord Haldon. 

John Lord Dunning. (Lord Rollo.) Ivor Bertie Lord Wimborne. 

James Lord Balinhard. (#arl of| Arthur Edward Lord Ardilaun. 
Southesk. ) Charles Wallace Alexander Napier Lord 

William Lord Hare. (Earl of Listowel.)| Lamington. 

Francis Edward Lord Howard of} Arthur William Lord Trevor. 


Glossop. Montagu William Lord Rowton. 
Bernard Edward Barnaby Lord Castle-| Edward Lord Brabourne. 

town. Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord Ampthill. 
John Emerish Edward Lord Acton. William Montagu Lord Tweeddale. 
Thomas Charles Lord Robartes. (Marquess of Tweeddale. ) 
Frederick Lord Wolverton. William Ulick Tristram Lord Howth. 
Algernon William Fulke Lord Greville. (Earl of Howth.) 
Thomas Townley Lord O’Hagan. Donald James Lord Reay. 
William Lord Sandhurst. Harcourt Lord Derwent. 


Francis Lord Ettrick. (Lord Napier.) | Henry James Lord Hothfield. 
James Charles Herbert Welbore Ellis |} Edward Lord Tweedmouth. 
Lord Somerton. (Zarl of Norman-| Hallam Lord Tennyson. 
ton.) James Lord Strathspey. (Zarl of Sea- 
Henry Campbell Lord Aberdare. field.) 
Henry James Lord Moncreiff. John George Lord Monk Bretton. 
Bernard John Seymour Lord Coleridge. 
Thomas William Gaston Lord Emly. 
Chichester Samuel Lord Carlingford. 
(Lord Clermont.) 
Thomas Francis Lord Cottesloe. 
Herbert Perrott Murray Lord Hamp- 
ton. Marmaduke Francis Lord Herries. 
Charles Alexander Lord Douglas. (arl | Hardinge Stanley Lord Halsbury. (Jn 
of Home.) another place as Lord High Chancellor. ) 


Walter Henry Lord Northb urne. 

Arthur Saunders William Charles Fox 
Lord Sudley. (Zari of Arran.) 

John Robert William Lord de Vesci. 


( Viscount de Vesci.) 
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Mervyn Edward Lord Powerscourt. 
(In another place as Viscount Powers- 
court. ) 


Anthony Henley Lord Northington. | 


(Lord Henley. ) 

Nathaniel Mayer Lord Rothschild. 

Edward Charles Lord Revelstoke. 

Robert Lord Monkswell. 

Arthur Lord Hobhouse. 

Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord Lingen. 

Edward Lord Ashbourne. 

Rowland Lord St. Oswald. 

Robert James Lord Wantage. 

William Baliol Lord Esher 

Robert Wilfrid Lord Deramore. 

Henry John Lord Montagu of Beaulieu. 

Sidney Herbert Lord Elphinstone. 

Charles John Lord Colville of Culross. 

Farrer Lord Herschell. 

Charles Henry Lord Hillingdon. 

Samuel Charles Lord Hindlip. 

Edmund Lord Grimthorpe. 

Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge. 

William Lord Kensington. 

Michael Arthur Lord Burton. 

John Glencairn Carter Lord Hamilton 
of Dalzell. 

Thomas Lord Brassey. 

Henry Lord Thring. 

Edward Lord Macnaghten. 
Appeal in Ordinary. ) 

Robert Lord Connemara. 

Claude Lord Bowes. 
more and Kinghorne. ) 

George Edmund Milnes Lord Monckton. 
(Viscount Galway.) 

John Lord St. Levan. 

James Douglas Lord Magheramorne. 

William George Lord Armstrong. 

George Limbrey Lord Basing. 

William Henry Lord de Ramsey. 

William Meriton Lord Cheylesmore. 


(A Lord of | 


(Earl of Strath- 
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| Egerton Lord Addington. 
John Lord Savile. 
'Michael Lord Morris. (A Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary.) 
William Ventris Lord Field. 
| Edward Cecil Lord Iveagh. 
George Lord Mount Stephen. 


| Samuel Lord Masham. 


| Frederick Sleigh Lord Roberts of 
Kandahar. 
Arthur William Acland Lord Hood 


of Avalon. 
William Lord Kelvin. 
Henry John Lord Rookwood. 
Evelyn Lord Cromer. 
Alexander Burns Lord Shand. 
' George Lord Ashcombe. 
| Rainald Lord Knightley. 
| Archibald Campbell Lord Blythswood. 
| Thomas Lord Crawshaw. 
| William Amhurst Lord 
| Hackney. 
William John Lord Newton. 
John Lord Dunleath. 
John Allan Lord Llangattock. 
Lyon Lord Playfair. 


Amherst of 


Cyril Lord Battersea. 

Ernest Ambrose Lord Swansea. 

| Thomas Henry Lord Farrer. 

John Campbell Lord Overtoun. 

Cecil George Savile Lord Hawkesbury. 
Arthur Lord Stanmore. 

Stuart Lord Rendel 

Reginald Earle Lord Welby. 

Charles Lord Russell of Killowen. 

(A Lord of Ap- 


Horace Lord Davey. 





peal in Ordinary.) 
Henry Brougham Lord Loch. 
| Sydney James Lord Wandsworth. 
| James Lord Ashton. 


| Herbert Coulstoun Lord Burghclere. 
| Henry Lord James. 


| 











LIST OF THE COMMONS. 


THE NAMES OF MEMBERS 


RETURNED TO SERVE IN THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT OF THE UNITED 
Kinepom or Great Britain AND IRELAND, AND THE FouRTEENTH OF 
Her MaAsesty QUEEN VICTORIA, SUMMONED TO MEET AT WESTMINSTER 
THE TweLrtH Day or Avuaust, OnE THovusanp E1iagut Hunprep AND 
NINETY-FIVE, AS BY THE SEVERAL RETURNS FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE 
CLERK OF THE CROWN IN CHANCERY APPEARS. 


ENGLAND —465 Members. 


BEDFORDSHIRE. CAMBRIDGESHIRE. 
NorTHERN (oR BIGGLESWADE) Division. NORTHERN (or WisBEcH) Division. 
Lord Alwyne Frederick Compton. Charles Tyrrell Giles. 


SournerN (or Luton) Drviston. WESTERN (OR CHESTERTON) Division. 


Thomas Gair Ashton. Walter Raymond Greene. 
BEDFORD BOROUGHS. Eastern (OR NewMARKET) Division. 
Charles Guy Pym. Harry Leslie Blundell McCalmont. 


CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY. 
Richard Claverhouse Jebb. 
tight Hon. Sir John Eldon Gorst, Knt. 


CAMBRIDGE BOROUGH. 
Robert Uniacke Penrose Fitzgerald. 


BERKSHIRE. 


NorTHERN (OR ABINGDON) Divisron. 
Archie Kirkman Loyd. 


SouTHERN (oR Newsury) Division. 
William George Mount. 


Eastern (oR WokincHam) Division. CHESHIRE. 
Sir George Russell, Bart. Wirrat Division. 
Colonel Edward Thomas Davenant 


ADING BOROUGH. 
READING BOROUGH Cotton-J odrell. 


Charles Townsend Murdoch. 


WINDSOR (NEW) BOROUGH. 


Francis Tress Barry. 
ae Macc esFIELD DIvIsION. 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE. William Bromley Davenport. 


Eppissury DIvIsIon. 
Henry James Tollemache. 


NorTHERN (OR BucKINGHAM) Division. CREWE Division. 
William Walter Carlile. Hon. Robert Arthur Ward. 
Mip (or AyLesBuRY) Division. Nortuwicu Division. 


Baron Ferdinand James de Rothschild. | Sir John Tomlinson Brunner, Bart. 


, NCHAM DIvIsIon, 
SouTHERN (oR WycomBe) Division. ASTEINCEAN “HRVOOD 


George Richard Penn Viscount Curzon. | Coningsby Ralph Disraeli. 
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List of 


CHESHIRE—cont. 





Hype Division. 
Joseph Watson Sidebotham. 


Kwnoursrorp Division. 
Hon. Alan de Tatton Egerton. 


BIRKENHEAD BOROUGH. 
Elliott Lees. 
CHESTER CITY. 
Robert Armstrong Yerburgh. 
STOCKPORT BOROUGH. 
George Whiteley. 
Beresford Valentine Melville. 


CORNWALL. 


WESTERN (or St. Ives) Division. 
Thomas Bedford Bolitho. 


NORTH-WESTERN (OR CAMBORNE) 
Division. 
Arthur Strauss. 


Truro Division. 
Edwin Lawrence. 


Mip (or St. AustELL) Division. 
William Alexander McArthur. 


SOUTH-EASTERN (OR 
Right Hon. Leonard Henry Courtney. 


NorTH-EASTERN (OR LAUNCESTON) 
DIVISION. 
Thomas Owen. 


PENRYN anp FALMOUTH BOROUGH. 


Frederick John Horniman. 


CUMBERLAND. 


NortHEerRN (oR EskpALe) Division. 
Robert Andrew Allison. 


Mip (or Penritn) Division. 
James William Lowther. 


CocKERMOUTH DIVISION. 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bart. 


WESTERN (OR EGremont) Division. 
Hon. Hubert Valentine Duncombe. 


CARLISLE CITY. 
Right Hon. William Court Gully. 


WHITEHAVEN BOROUGH. 
Augustus Helder. 
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30DMIN) DIviston. 





Members. 
DERBYSHIRE. 


Hien Peak Division. 
| Captain William Sidebottom. 


NORTH-EASTERN DIVISION. 
| Thomas Dolling Bolton. 


| CHESTERFIELD DIVISION. 


| Thomas Bayley. 


WeEstTERN DIVISION. 
Victor Christian William Cavendish. 


Mip Division. 


James Alfred Jacoby. 


ILtKeston Division. 


| Sir Balthazar Walter Foster, Knt. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| SOUTHERN DIvIsIon. 
John Gretton (Junior). 
DERBY BOROUGH. 
Henry Howe Bemrose. 
Geoffrey Drage. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


DEVONSHIRE. 


ZASTERN (OR Hownrron) Division. 
| Sir John Henry Kennaway, Bart. 


| NORTH-EASTERN (OR TIVERTON) 
Division. 
William Hood Walrond, 


| Colonel Sir 
| Bart. 


NortHerN (or Soutu Mo.ton) 
Division. 
| George Lambert. 


NORTH-WESTERN (OR BARNSTAPLE) 
DIvIsIon. 
Sir William Cameron Gull, Bart. 





WestERN (or Tavistock) Division. 
Hugh Courtenay Fownes Luttrell. 


| 
| 
Soutn (or Tornes) Division. 
| Francis Bingham Mildmay. 


Torquay Drvision. 
Captain Arthur Stephens Phillpotts. 


Mip (or AsHBuRTON) DIVISION. 
| Right Hon. Charles Seale-Hayne. 


DEVONPORT BOROUGH. 
| Hudson Ewbanke Kearley. 
Edward John Chalmers Morton. 


| 
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DEVONSHIRE—cont. | DurHaM—cont. 
EXETER CITY. | STOCKTON BOROUGH. 
Hon. Sir Henry Stafford Northcote, Bart. Jonathan Samuel. 
PLYMOUTH BOROUGH. SUNDERLAND BOROUGH. 
Sir Edward George Clarke, Knt. William Theodore Doxford. 
Ciiahen Vaniieen . Colonel Sir Edward Temperley Gourley, 


| Knt. 


DORSETSHIRE. 
ESSEX 
SOUTH-WESTERN (OR WALTHAMSTOW) 
Division. 

EASTERN DIVISION. Edward Widdrington Byrne. 

Hon. Humphrey Napier Sturt. 


NortHern Division. 
John Kenelm Digby Wingfield-Digby. 


SOUTHERN (OR RomForD) DIvision. 
SouTHERN Division. Alfred Money Wigram. 

William Ernest Brymer. ] 

WESTERN (OR EppinG) Division. 


WEsTERN Division. Colonel Amelius Richard Mark Lock- 
Colonel Robert Williams. wood. 


NORTHERN (OR SAFFRON WALDEN) 
Division. 


DURHAM. Charles Gold. 
5 Jarrow Division. NorTH-EASTERN (oR Harwicn) 
Sir Charles Mark Palmer, Bart. Division. 
Hovenron-Le-Sprinc Division. James Round. 
Robert Cameron. EaAstTERN (OR MaLpon) Division. 
CHESTER-LE-STREET DIVISION. _Hon. Charles Hedley Strutt. 


Sir James Joicey, Bart. Nooo ; . 
: Mrp (or CrtELMSFORD) Division. 


NorTH-WESTERN DIvISsION. Thomas Usborne. 


Llewellyn Archer Atherley-J ones. : 
. i SOUTH-EASTERN Division. 


: Mip Dtviston. | Major Frederic Carne Rasch. 
John Wilson. 
COLCHESTER BOROUGH. 
SOUTH-EASTERN DrIviston. | Sir Weetman Dickinson Pearson, Bart. 
General Sir Henry Marshman Havelock- | weat HAM BOROUGH 
Allan, Bart. | thaepie Re ongp Teenie vaio g: 
North Division. 
Bisnop AUCKLAND DIVISION. | Ernest Gray. 


James Mellor Paulton. c i ese 
South Division. 


BARNARD CastLE DIVISION. | Major George Edward Banes. 
Sir Joseph Whitwell Pease, Bart. | 


DARLINGTON BOROUGH. 
Arthur Pease. 


DURHAM CITY. GLOUCESTERSHIRE. 


Matthew Fowler. | Mi (or Stroup) Division. 


GATESHEAD BOROUGIIL. | Charles Alfred Cripps. 
William Allan. 


HARTLEPOOLS (THE) BOROUGH. 
Thomas Richardson. 


Nortuern (oR TEWKESBURY) Division. 
Sir John Edward Dorington, Bart. 


SOUTH SHIELDS BOROUGH EASTERN (OR CIRENCESTER) DIVISION. 
William Snowdon Robson. ‘gi Allen Benjamin Bathurst. 
b 
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List of 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE—cont. 


Forest oF DEAN Division. 


Right Hon. Sir Charles Wentworth 
Dilke, Bart. 


SoutHERN (oR THORNBURY) DIvIston. 
Charles Edward Hungerford 
Colston. 
BRISTOL BOROUGH. 
West Division. 
Right Hon. Sit Michael Edward Hicks 
Beach, Bart. 


North Division. 
Lewis Fry. 
East Division. 
Sir William Henry Wills, Bart. 
South Division. 
Colonel Sir Edward Stock Hill, K.c.n. 
CHELTENHAM BOROUGH. 
Colonel Francis Shirley Russell. 
GLOUCESTER CITY. 
Charles James Monk. 


HAMPSHIRE. 
NorTHERN (OR BastncstoKE) Division. 
Arthur Frederick Jeffreys. 


WESTERN (OR ANDOVER) Division. 
William Wither Bramston Beach. 


Eastern (OR PerersFIELD) Division. 
William Wickham. 


SouTHERN (oR FAREHAM) Division. 
General Sir Frederick Wellington John 
FitzWygram, Bart. 
New Forest Division. 
Hon. John Walter 
Scott-Montagu. 


Edward Douglas 
CHRISTCHURCH BOROUGH. 
Abel Henry Smith. 


PORTSMOUTH BOROUGH. 
Sir John Baker, Knt. 
Walter Owen Clough. 


SOUTHAMPTON BOROUGH. 
Tankerville Chamberlayne. 
Sir John Stephen Barrington Simeon, 
Bart. 
WINCHESTER CITY. 
William Henry Myers. 
ISLE OF WIGHT. 
Sir Richard Everard Webster, Knt. 
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Athole | 





Members. 


| HEREFORDSHIRE. 
| NortHERN (oR Leominster) Division. 
| James Rankin. 


SourHERN (oR Ross) Diviston. 
| Michael Biddulph. 


HEREFORD CITY. 
| Charles Wallwyn Radcliffe Cooke. 


HERTFORDSHIRE. 


NortuHern (oR Hitcuin) Division. 
George Bickersteth Hudson. 


EasterN (oR Hertrorpd) Division. 
Abel Smith. 


Mip (or Str. AusBans) Drvisto0n. 
oe 3 
Vicary Gibbs. 


WesTERN (OR WATFORD) DIVISION. 
Thomas Frederick Halsey. 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE. 
SournHern (or Huntinepon) Diviston? 
Arthur Hugh Smith Barry. 


NortHERN (oR Ramsey) Division. 
Hon. Ailwyn Edward Fellowes. 


KENT. 
WESTERN (OR SEVENOAKS) DIVISION. 
Henry William Forster. 


NorvtH-WESTERN (OR DARTFORD) 
Division. 
Right Hon. Sir William Hart Dyke, 
Bart. 
SovuTH-WESTERN (OR TUNBRIDGE) 
Division. 
Arthur = Sackville Trevor 
Boscawen. 





Griffith- 


Mip (or Mepway) Division. 
| Colonel Charles Edward Warde. 

| 
| Norvru-EASTERN (OR FAVERSHAM) 
DivIsIoN. 

| Frederick Gorell Barnes. 


SourHeERN (OR ASHFORD) DIvIsion. 
Laurence Hardy. 


EasTern (or St. AuGustine’s) Division, 
Right Hon. Aretas Akers Douglas. 


[ste oF THanet Division. 
Right Hon. James Lowther. 

















List of 
Kent—cont. 
CANTERBURY CITY. 
John Henniker Heaton. 
CHATHAM BOROUGH. 
Horatio David Davies. 
DEPTFORD BOROUGH. 
Charles John Darling. 
DOVER BOROUGH. 
George Wyndham. 
GRAVESEND BOROUGH. 
Colonel James Dampier Palmer. 
GREENWICH BOROUGH. 
Lord Hugh Richard Heathcote Cecil. 
HYTHE BOROUGH. 
General Sir James Bevan Edwards, 
K.C.M.G. 
LEWISHAM BOROUGH. 
John Penn. 
MAIDSTONE BOROUGH. 
Sir Frederick Seager Hunt, Bart. 
ROCHESTER CITy., 
James Edward Hubert Gascoyne Cecil 
Viscount Cranborne. 
WOOLWICH BOROUGH. 
Colonel Edwin Hughes. 


LANCASHIRE. 
North Lancashire. 
Nortrin LonspaLe Division. 
Richard Frederick Cavendish. 
LANCASTER DIVISION. 
Colonel William Henry Foster. 


BLacKPoo. Division. 
Right Hon. Sir Matthew White Ridley, 
Bart. 


Corey Division. 
David Alexander Edward Lindsay Earl 
of Balearres. 


North-east Lancashire. 


DARWEN DIvIsIon. 
John Rutherford. 
CLITHEROE Division. 
Right Hon. Sir Ughtred James Kay- 
Shuttleworth, Bart. 
ACCRINGTON Drvision. 
Sir Joseph Francis Leese, Knt. 
RossENDALE Division. 
John Henry Maden. 
62 
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| LANCASHIRE—cont, 
South-east Lancashire. 


WestnoucutTon Division. 
Edward George Villiers Lord Stanley. 


Heywoop Division. 
George Kemp. 


MIDDLETON DIvIsIon. 
Thomas Fielden. 


RADCLIFFE-CUM-FARNWORTH DIVISION. 
Colonel John James Mellor. 


Eccies Division. 
Octavius Leigh Clare. 


STRETFORD DIVvISION. 
John William Maclure. 


Gorton Division. 
Ernest Frederic George Hatch. 


Prestwicn DIvision. 
Frederick Cawley. 


South-west Lancashire. 
Soutnporr Division. 
Right Hon. George Nathaniel Curzon. 


ORMSKIRK DIVISION. 
Right Hon. Sir Arthur Bower Forwood, 
Bart. 


BootLe Division. 
Colonel Thomas Myles Sandys. 
Wipnes Division. 


John Saunders Gilliat. 


Newton Division. 
Right Hon. Thomas Wodehouse Legh. 
Ince Division. 
Colonel Henry Blundell-Hollinshead 
Blundell. 


Leiegu Drviston. 
Charles Prestwich Scott. 





ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE BOROUGH. 
Herbert James Whiteley. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS BOROUGH. 
Charles William Cayzer. 
BLACKBURN BOROUGH. 

William Henry Hornby. 

William Coddington. 

BOLTON BOROUGH. 

Herbert Shepherd-Cross. 

George Harwood. 
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XxX List of 
LANCASHIRE—cont. 


BURNLEY BOROUGH. 
Hon. Philip James Stanhope. 


BURY BOROUGH. 
James Kenyon. 


LIVERPOOL CITY. 
Kirkdale Division. 
Sir George Smyth Baden-Powell, K.c.M.c. 


Walton Division. 
James Henry Stock. 


Everton Division. 
John Archibald Willox. 


West Derby Division. 
Right Hon. Walter Hume Long. 


Scotland Division. 
Thomas Power O’Connor. 


Exchange Division. 
John Charles Bigham. 


A bercromby Division - 
William Frederic Lawrence. 


East Toxteth Division. 
Right Hon. Baron Henry de Worms. 


West Toaxteth Division. 
Robert Paterson Houston. 
MANCHESTER CITY. 
North-west Division. 
Sir William Henry Houldsworth, Bart. 
North Division. 
Charles Ernest Schwann. 


North-east Division. 
Right Hon. Sir James Fergusson, Bart. 


East Division. 
Right Hon. Arthur James Balfour. 


South Division. 
Right Hon. John Douglas Sutherland 
Campbell Marquess of Lorne. 


South-west Division. 
William Johnson Galloway. 

OLDHAM BOROUGH. 
Robert Ascroft. 
James Francis Oswald. 

PRESTON BOROUGIL. 
Right Hon. Robert William Hanbury. 
William Edward Murray Tomlinson. 


ROCHDALE BOROUGH. 
Colonel Clement Molyneux Royds. 
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Members. 
| LANCASHIRE—cont. 
SALFORD BOROUGH. 
North Division. 
Frederick Platt-Higgins. 





West Division. 
Lees Knowles. 


South Division. 
Sir Henry Hoyle Howorth, K.c.1.£. 
ST. HELENS BOROUGH. 
Henry Seton-Karr. 


STALYBRIDGE BOROUGH. 
Tom Harrop Sidebottom. 


WARRINGTON BOROUGH. 
Robert Pierpoint. 


WIGAN BOROUGH. 
Sir Francis Sharp Powell, Bart. 


LEICESTERSHIRE. 


EastERN (OR MELTON) Division. 
Lord Edward William Manners. 


Mip (or LouGHBorovuGH) Division. 
Jabez Edward Johnson-Ferguson. 


WestERN (oR Boswortn) Drviston. 
Charles Benjamin Bright McLaren. 


SourHERN (oR Harsporovucn) Division 
John William Logan. 


LEICESTER BOROUGH. 
Henry Broadhurst. 
Walter Hazell. 


LINCOLNSHIRE. 


West Linnsey (oR GAINSBOROUGH) 
DIvISsION. 
Emerson Bainbridge. 


Norts Linpsey (or Brice) Division. 
Harold James Reckitt. 


East Linpsey (or Loutn) Division. 
Robert William Perks. 


Sout Linpsey (oR HorncastLe) 
Division. 
Gilbert Heathcote Drummond - Wil- 
loughby Lord Willoughby de Eresby 


North KEstEVEN (OR SLEAFORD) 
Division. 
Right Hon. Henry Chaplin. 




















List of 
LINCOLNSHIRE—cont. 
Sournu Kesteven (or Sramrorp) 
Division. 
William Younger. 


HOLLAND (oR SPALDING) Division. 


Harry Frederick Pollock. 


BOSTON BOROUGH. 
William Garfit. 


GRANTHAM BOROUGH. 
Henry Yarde Buller Lopes. 


GREAT GRIMSBY BOROUGH. 
George Doughty. 


LINCOLN CITY. 
Charles Hilton Seely. 


MIDDLESEX. 


ENFIELD Division. 
Major Henry Ferryman Bowles. 


TorreENHAM DIvision. 
Joseph Howard. 


Hornsey Division. 
Henry Charles Stephens. 


Harrow Division. 
William Ambrose. 


EALING Division. 


Right Hon. Lord George Francis 
Hamilton. 


BreNTFORD Division, 
James Bigwood. 
UxpripGe Division, 
Sir Frederick Dixon Dixon-Hartland, 
Bart. 
BETHNAL GREEN BOROUGH. 
North-east Division. 
Mancherjee Merwanjee Bhownaggree. 
South-west Division. 
Edward Hare Pickersgill. 
CHELSEA BOROUGH. 
Charles Algernon Whitmore. 
FINSBURY BOROUGH. 
Holborn Division. 
Sir Charles Hall, K.c.M.a. 
Central Division. 


Hon. William Frederick Barton Massey- 
Mainwaring. 


East Division. 
Henry Charles Richards. 
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MIpDDLESEX—cont. 


| 
| 


FULHAM BOROUGH. 
William Hayes Fisher. 
HACKNEY BOROUGH. 
North Division. 
William Robert Bousfie!d. 


Central Division. 
Sir Andrew Richard Scoble, k.c.s.1. 


South Division. 
Thomas Herbert Robertson. 
HAMMERSMITH BOROUGH. 
General Walter Tuckfield Goldsworthy. 
HAMPSTEAD BOROUGH. 
Edward Brodie Hoare. 
ISLINGTON BOROUGH. 


North Division. 


| George Christopher Trout Bartley. 


| 
| 
| 
} 





West Division. 
Thomas Lough. 
East Division. 
Benjamin Louis Cohen. 
South Division. 
Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, Knt. 
KENSINGTON BOROUGH. 
North Division. 
William Edward Thompson Sharpe. 
South Division. 
Sir Algernon Borthwick, Bart. 
LONDON UNIVERSITY. 
Right Hon. Sir John Lubbock, Bart. 


MARYLEBONE BOROUGH 
East Division. 
Edmund Boulnois. 
West Division. 
Sir Horace Brand Townsend-Farquhar, 
Bart. 
PADDINGTON BOROUGH, 
North Division. 
John Aird. 
South Division. 
Thomas George Fardell. 
ST. GEORGE, HANOVER SQUARE, 
Right Hon. George Joachim Goschen. 
ST. PANCRAS BOROUGH. 
North Division. 
Edward Robert Pacy Moon. 


Members. xxi 
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XXxii 


List of 
Mipp.esex- —St. Pancras Borough 


East Division. 
Robert Grant Webster. 


cont, 


West Division. 
Henry Robert Graham. 
South Division. 
Sir Julian Goldsmid, Bart. 


SHOREDITCH BOROUGH. 


Hoxton Division. 
James Stuart. 


Haggerston Division. 
John Lowles. 
STRAND BOROUGH. 

Hon. William Frederick Danvers Smith. 
TOWER HAMLETS BOROUGH. 
Whitechapel Division. 

Sir Samuel Montagu, Bart. 


St. George's Division. 
Harry Hananel Marks. 


Limehouse Division. 
Harry Simeon Namuel. 


Mile End Division. 


Spencer Charrington. 


Stepney Division. 
Frederick Wootton Isaacson. 


Bow and Bromley Division. 


Hon. Lionel Holland. 


Poplar Division. 

Sydney Charles Buxton. 
WESTMINSTER BOROUGH. 
William Lehmann <Ashmead- Bartlett 

surdett-Coutts. 
LONDON CITY. 
Sir Reginald Hanson, Bart. 
Alban George Henry Gibbs. 


MONMOUTHSHIRE. 


NortTHERN DIvIsIoN. 
Reginald McKenna. 


WESTERN Drtviston. 
Right Hon. Sir William George Gran- 
ville Venables Vernon Harcourt, Knt. 
SOUTHERN DIVvISION. 
Colonel the Hon. Frederick Courtenay 
Morgan. 


MONMOUTH BOROUGHS. 
Albert Spicer. 
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Members. 


NORFOLK. 
Norvru-westErn Division. 
Joseph Arch. 
SoUTH-WESTERN DIVISION. 
Thomas Leigh Hare. 
NortHERN DIvision. 
Herbert Hardy Cozens-Hardy. 
EASTERN DIVISION. 
Robert John Price. 
Mip Division. 
Frederick William Wilson. 
SOUTHERN DIVISION. 
Francis Taylor. 
GREAT YARMOUTH BOROUGH. 
Captain Sir John Charles Ready Colom), 
G.C.M.G,. 
KING’S LYNN BOROUGH (LYNN REGIS). 
Thomas Gibson Bowles. 
NORWICH CITY. 
Samuel Hoare. 
Sir Harry Bullard, Knt. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE. 
Nortuern Division. 
Edward Philip Monckton. 
EASTERN Division. 
Francis Allston Channing. 
Mip Division. 
James Pender. 
SOUTHERN DIVISION. 
Hon. Edward Sholto Douglas Pennant. 
NORTHAMPTON 
Henrv Labouchere. 
Charles Augustus Adolphus Drucker. 


BOROUGH. 


PETERBOROUGH CITY. 
Robert Purvis. 


NORTHUMBERLAND. 
WansbECK Division. 
Charles Fenwick. 
TYNESIDE Division. 
Joseph Albert Pease. 


Hexuam Division. 
Wentworth Canning Blackett Beaumont. 


BERWICK-UPON-[WEED DIVISION. 
Sir Edward Grey, Bart. 











NORTHUMBERLAND —cont. 


Thomas Burt. 





List of 
MORPETH BOROUGH. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CITY. 


} 


Charles Frederick Hamond. 


William Donaldson Cruddas. 


TYNEMOUTH BOROUGH. 
Richard Sim Donkin. 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE. 
BAssETLAW DIVISION. 
Sir Frederick George Milner, Bart. 
NEWARK Division. 
Hon. Harold Heneage Finch-Hatton. 
RusuciiFFeE Division. 
John Edward Ellis. 


MANSFIELD Division. 
John Carvell Williams. 


NOTTINGHAM BOROUGH. 
West Division. 
James Henry Yoxall. 
East Division. 
Edward Bond. 


South Division. 
Lord Henry Bentinck. 


OXFORDSHIRE. 
Nortuern (on Banspury) Division. 
Albert Brassey. 


Mip (or Woopstock) Division. 
George Herbert Morrell. 
SOUTHERN (OR HENLEY) Division. 
Lobert Trotter Hermon-Hodge. 
: OXFORD UNIVERSITY. 
Right Hon. Sir John Robert Mowbray, 
Bart. 
John Gilbert Talbot. 
OXFORD CITY. 
Sir Arthur Annesley Viscount Valentia. 


RUTLAN DSHIRE. 
George Henry Finch. 
SHROPSHIRE (SALOP). 


WESTERN (OR OswestRY) Division. 
Stanley Leighton. 
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| SHROPSHIRE—coné. 


Members. xxiii 


NortHern (on Newport) Division. 


Colonel William Slaney Kenyon-Slaney, 


Mip (ork WELLINGTON) DIVISION. 
Alexander Hargreaves Brown. 


SourHERN (or LupLow) Divison. 
Robert Jasper More. 
SHREWSBURY BOROUGH. 
Henry David Greene. 


SOMERSETSHIRE. 
Norruern Division. 
Evan Henry Llewellyn. 


Wetuts Division. 
Hon. Hylton George Hylton-Jolliffe. 


Frome Division. 
Thomas Henry Thynne Viscount 
Weymouth. 


EASTERN DIVISION. 
Henry Hobhouse. 


SourTHERN Division. 
Edward Strachey. 

BripGwaterR Division. 
Edward James Stanley. 

WESTERN (OK WELLINGTON) Division. 
Sir Alexander Fuller Acland-Hood, Bart. 
BATH CITY. 

Colonel Charles Wyndham Murray. 

Edmond Robert Wodehouse. 
TAUNFON BOROUGH. 

Colonel Alfred Cholmeley Earle-Welby. 


STAFFORDSHIRE. 
LEEK DIvISsION. 
Charles Bill. 
Burton Division. 
Sydney Evershed. 
WESTERN DIVISION. 
Hamar Alfred Bass. 
NortTH-WESTERN DIVISION. 
James Heath. 
LicHFIELD Drvision. 
Henry Charles Fulford 


KINGSWINFORD DIVISION. 
Right Hon. Alexander Staveley Hill. 
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xxiv Tist of 
STAFFORDSHIRE— cont. 


Hanpswortu Division. 


Sir Henry Meysey Meysey-Thompson, 


Bart. 


HANLEY BOROUGH. 
William Woodall. 


NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME 
BOROUGH. 
William Allen. 
STAFFORD ‘BOROUGH. 
Charles Edward Shaw. 
STOKE-UPON-TRENT BOROUGIL. 
Douglas Harry Coghill. 
WALSALL BOROUGH. 
Sydney Gedge. 
WEDNESBURY BOROUGH. 
Walford Davis Green. 
WEST BROMWICH BOROUGH. 
James Ernest Spencer. 
WOLVERHAMPTON BOROUGH. 

West Division. 
Sir Alfred Hickman, Knt. 

East Division. 
Right Hon. Sir Henry Hartley Fowler, 

G.C.S.1. 

South Division. 

Right Hon. Charles Pelham Villiers. 


SUFFOLK. 

NortHern (Orn Lowestrorr) Division. 
Harry Seymour Foster. 

NorTH-EASTERN (OR Eye) Division. 
Francis Seymour Stevenson. 

NORTH-WESTERN (OR STOWMARKET) 
Division. 

Ian Zachary Malcolm. 


SoutH (or Suppury) Division. 
William Cuthbert Quilter. 
SOUTH-EASTERN (OR Wooppripce) 
Division. 
Captain Ernest George Pretyman. 


BURY ST. EDMUNDS BOROUGH. 


Henry Arthur Cadogan Viscount Chelsea. 


IPSWICH BOROUGH. 
Daniel Ford Goddard. 
Sir Charles Dalrymple, Bart. 
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Members. 
SURREY. 
NortH-WESTERN (OR CHERTSEY) 
Division. 
Charles Harvey Combe. 


SoOUTH-WESTERN (OR GUILDFORD) 
Division. 
Hon. William St. John 


Brodrick. 


Fremantle 


SOUTH-EASTERN (oR REIGATE) Division. 
Hon. Henry Cubitt. 


Mip (or Epsom) Division. 
Thomas Townsend Bucknill. 


KinGston Division. 


Thomas Skewes-Cox. 


NorTH-EASTERN (OR WIMBLEDON) 
DIVISION. 
Henry Cosmo Orme Bonsor. 
BATTERSEA axp CLAPHAM. 


Battersea Division. 


| John Burns. 


Clapham Division. 

Percy Melville Thornton. 
CAMBERWELL BOROUGH. 
North Division. 

Major Philip Hugh Dalbiac. 

Peckham Division. 
Frederick George Banbury. 

Dulwich Division. 
Sir John Blundell Maple, Kut. 


CROYDON BOROUGH. 


| Right Hon. Charles Thomson Ritchie. 


LAMBETH BOROUGH. 
North Division. 
Henry Morton Stanley. 
Kennington Division. 
Frederic Lucas Cook. 
Briaton Division. 
George Godolphin Osborne 
of Carmarthen. 


Marquess 


Norwood Division. 
Charles Ernest Tritton. 
NEWINGTON BOROUGH. 
West Division. 
Captain Cecil William Norton. 


Walworth Division. 
James Bailey. 

















List of 


SURREY—cont. 
SOUTHWARK BOROUGH. 
West Division. 
Richard Knight Causton. 


Rotherhithe Division. 
John Cumming Macdona. 


Bermondsey Division. 
Alfred Lafone. 


WANDSWORTH BOROUGH. 
Henry Kimber. 


SUSSEX. 
NORTH-WESTERN (OR HorsHAM) 
Division. 
John Heywood Johnstone. 


SOUTH-WESTERN (OR CHICHESTER) 
Division. 
Lord Edmund Bernard Talbot. 


NortHern (or East GrinstEAD) 
Division. 
George Joachim Goschen (Junior). 


Mip (or Lewes) Division. 
Sir Henry Fletcher, Bart. 


SouTHERN (OR EastBourNE) Division. 
Admiral Edward Field. 
Eastern (or Rye) Division. 
Arthur Montagu Brookfield. 
BRIGHTON BOROUGIL. 
Gerald Walter Erskine Loder. 
Bruce Canning Vernon-Wentworth. 
HASTINGS BOROUGH. 
William Lucas Shadwell. 


WARWICKSHIRE. 
Norrnern (or Tamwortn) Division. 
Philip Albert Muntz. 


NortTH-EASTERN (OR NUNEATON) 
Division. 
Francis Alexander Newdigate. 
SOUTH-WESTERN (OR STRATFORD-ON- 
Avon) Division. 
Colonel Victor Milward. 


SOUTH-EASTERN (OR RuGBy) Division. 


Hon. Richard Greville Verney. 
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Members. XXV 


| W ARWICKSHIRE—cont. 
| ASTON MANOR BOROUGH. 
Capt. George William Grice-Hutchinson. 


BIRMINGHAM CITY. 
Edgbaston Division. 
George Dixon. 
West Division. 

Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain. 

Ceniral Division. 
| Ebenezer Parkes. 

North Division. 
William Kenrick. 


East Division. 
Sir John Benjamin Stone, Knt. 


Bordesley Division. 
| Right Hon. Jesse Collings. 


South Division. 
Joseph Powell Williams. 
| COVENTRY BOROUGH. 
Charles James Murray. 
WARWICK ann LEAMINGTON 


BOROUGH. 
Hon. Alfred Lyttelton. 


WESTMORLAND. 
NortHERN (OR APPLEBY) Division, 
Sir Joseph Savory, Bart. 
SouTrHERN (or Kenpat) Drvision,. 
Captain Josceline FitzRoy Bagot. 
WILTSHIRE. 
NortHERN (OR CricKLADE) Drvision. 
Alfred Hopkinson. 
NORTH-WESTERN (OR CHIPPENHAM) 
Division. 
_ Sir John Poynder Dickson-Poynder, Bart. 
| Western (or WestBuryY) Division. 
Captain Richard G. W. Chaloner. 
Eastern (oR Devizes) Division. 
Edward A. Goulding. 


SouTHERN (oR W1LToN) Division. 
Jacob Pleydell-Bouverie Visceunt Folke- 
stone. 
SALISBURY CITY. 
Edward Henry Hulse. 






















XXVi 


List of 
WORCESTERSHIRE. 


Western (or Bewp.ey) Division. 


Alfred Baldwin. 


SOUTHERN (oR Evesuam) Division. 
Colonel Charles Wigram Long. 


Mip (or Drorrwicn) Division. 
Richard Biddulph Martin. 


NorruErn (oR OLpBury) Division. 


John William Wilson. 


Eastern Division. 
Joseph Austen Chamberlain. 


DUDLEY BOROUGH. 
Brooke Robinson. 


KIDDERMINSTER BOROUGH. 
Augustus Frederick Godson. 


WORCESTER CITY. 
Hon. George Higginson Allsopp. 


YORKSHIRE. 
North Riding. 


Tuirsk AND Matton Division. 
John Grant Lawson. 


RicumMonp Division. 
John Hutton. 


CLEVELAND Division. 
Henry Fell Pease. 


Wuitrsy Division. 
Ernest William Beckett. 


East Riding. 
Ho LperNeEss DIvIsIon. 
Captain George Richard Bethell. 


Buckrose Division. 
Angus Holden. 


HowbeENsuHIRE Division. 


Colonel William Henry Wilson-Todd. 


West Riding, Northern Part. 


Skipton Division. 
Walter Morrison. 


KEIGHLEY Division. 
John Brigg. 


SuipeLeyY Division. 
James Fortescue Flannery. 
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Members. 


| YorKsHirE —West Riding—cont. 
SowersBy Division. 

_ Right Hon. John William Mellor. 
ELLAND DIvIsION. 

Thomas Wayman. 


West Riding, Southern Part. 


Morey Division. 
Alfred Eddison Hutton. 


NorMANTON DIVISION 
Benjamin Pickard. 
CoLNE VALLEY Division. 
Sir James Kitson, Bart. 


Houmrirtu Division. 
Henry Joseph Wilson. 
BarnsLey Division. 
William George Spencer Scott Earl 
Compton. 


HaAtamsuire Divisiox. 
Sir Frederick Thorpe Mappin, Bart. 


LOTHERHAM DIVISION. 


Right Hon. Arthur Herbert Dyke 
Acland. 


DoncastER DIvIsION. 
Frederick William Fison. 


West Riding, Eastern Part. 


{41PON DIvIsion. 
John Lloyd Wharton. 


OTLEY Division. 
Marmaduke d’Arey Wyville. 


Barkston Asu Division. 
Colonel Robert Gunter. 


OsGoLpcross Division. 
Sir John Austin, Bart. 


Pupsey Division. 
| Briggs Priestley. 


| Speen Vautiey Division. 
Thomas Palmer Whittaker. 
BRADFORD BOROUGH. 
West Division. 
Ernest Flower. 
Central Division. 
James Leslie Wanklyn. 


East Division. 


Henry Byron Reed. 














List of 
YoORKSHIRE—cont. 
DEWSBURY BOROUGH. 
Mark Oldroyd. 
HALIFAX BOROUGH. 
Alfred Arnold. 
William Rawson Shaw. 
HUDDERSFIELD BOROUGH. 
Sir James Thomas Woodhouse, Knt. 
KINGSTON-UPON-HULL BOROUGH. 
East Division. 
Joseph Thomas Firbank. 
Central Division. 
Sir Henry Seymour King, K.c.1.E. 
West Division. 
Charles Henry Wilson. 
LEEDS CITY. 
North Division. 
Right Hon. William Lawies Jackson. 
Central Division. 
Right Hon. Gerald William Balfour. 
East Division. 
Thomas Richmond Leuty. 
West Division. 
Right Hon. Herbert John Gladstone. 
South Division. 
John Lawson Walton. 
MIDDLESBROUGH BOROUGH. 
Joseph Havelock Wilson. 
PONTEFRACT BOROUGH. 
Thomas Willans Nussey. 
SCARBOROUGH BOROUGH. 
Joseph Compton Rickett. 
SHEFFIELD BOROUGH. 
Attercliffe Division. 
Batty Langley. 
Brightside Division. 
Right Hon. Anthony John Mundella. 


Central Division. 


Colonel Charles Edward Howard Vincent. | John Herbert Lewis. 


Hallam Division. 
Charles Beilby Stuart-Wortley. 

Ecclesall Division. 
Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett, Knt. 


WAKEFIELD CITY. 


William Charles De Mure Fitzwilliam William Abraham. 


Viscount Milton. 
YORK CITY, 
John George Butcher. 
Sir Frank Lockwood, Knt. 
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Members. 

| WALES—30 Members. 
| hts 
ANGLESEY. 

| Ellis Jones Griffiths. 


| 


xxvii 









































BRECK NOCKSHIRE. 
_ Charles Morley. 





CARDIGANSHIRE. 
Matthew Vaughan-Davies. 





CARMARTHENSHIRE. 
Eastern Division. 
| Abel Thomas. 
WESTERN DIVvISION. 
, John Lloyd Morgan. 
CARMARTHEN BOROUGHS. 
Sir John Jones Jenkins, Knt. 





CARNARVONSHIRE. 
SourHerN (oR Errion) Division. 
John Bryn Roberts. 
NorRTHERN (OR ARFON) DIVISION. 
William Jones. 
| CARNARVON BOROUGHS. 
David Lloyd-George. 


DENBIGHSHIRE. 
Eastern Division. 
Right Hon. Sir George Osborne Morgan, 
Bart. 


WestErN Division. 
| John Herbert Roberts. 
DENBIGH BOROUGHS. 
| William Tudor Howell. 


| FLINTSHIRE. 
| Samuel Smith. 
FLINT BOROUGHS. 


GLAMORGANSHIRE. 
EasteRN Division. 
Alfred Thomas. 
Ruonppa Division. 


WESTERN (OR GOWER) Division. 
| David Randell. 
| Mip Division. 
| Samuel Thomas Evans. 





XXviii List of 
(JLAMORGANSHIRE—cond. 


SoutrHERN Division. 


Major Wyndham Henry Wyndham-Quin. 


CARDIFF BOROUGH. 
James Mackenzie Maclean. 
MERTHYR TYDVIL BOROUGH. 
David Alfred Thomas. 
William Pritchard Morgan. 
SWANSEA BOROUGH. 
Swansea Town. 
Sir John Thomas Dillwyn Llewelyn, Bart. 
Swansea District. 
David Brynmor Jones. 





MERIONETHSHIRE. 
Thomas Edward Ellis. 





MONTGOMERYSHIRE. 
Arthur Charles Humphreys-Owen. 

MONTGOMERY BOROUGHS. 
Major Sir Edward Pryce Pryce-Jones, 


Knut. 





PEMBROKESHIRE. 
William Rees Davies. 
PEMBROKE axp HAVERFORDWEST 
BOROUGH. 
General John Wimburn Laurie. 


RADNORSHIRE. 
Powlett Charles John Milbank. 


SCOTLAN D-—72 Members. 
ABERDEENSHIRE. 
EASTERN Division. 
Thomas Ryburn Buchanan. 
WestERN Division. 
Robert Farquharson. 
ABERDEEN BURGH. 
North Division. 
William Alexander Hunter. 
South Division. 
Right Hon. James Bryce. 


ARGYLLSHIRE. 


Donald Ninian Nicol. 





AYRSHIRE. 
NortTHERN Division. 
Hon. Thomas 
Cochrane. 
SouTHERN Division. 
Sir William Arrol, Knt. 
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| AYRSHIRE-—cont. 





Horatio Arthur Ernest 





Members. 


AYR DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 


| Charles Lindsay Orr-Ewing. 


KILMARNOCK DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 


| Colonel John McAusland Denny. 


BANFFSHIRE. 
Sir William Wedderburn, Bart. 


BERWICKSHIRE. 
Harold John Tennant. 


BUTESHIRE. 


Andrew Graham Murray. 


CAITHNESS-SHIRE. 


| Gavin Brown Clark 


WICK DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 


| Sir John Pender, G.c.M.G. 


CLACKMANNAN anxp KINROSS 
SHIRES. 


Right Hon. John Blair Ba!four. 


DUMBARTONSHIRE. 


Alexander Wylie. 


DUMFRIESSHIRE. 
Robinson Souttar. 
DUMFRIES DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Sir Robert Threshie Reid, Knt. 


EDINBURGHSHIRE. 
MIDLOTHIAN. 
Sir Thomas David Gibson-Carmichael, 
Bart. 
EDINBURGH BURGH. 
East Division. 
Robert Wallace. 
West Division. 
Lewis McIver. 
Central Division. 
William McEwan. 
South Division. 
Robert Cox. 
EDINBURGH anp ST. ANDREWS 
UNIVERSITIES. 
Right Hon.SirCharlesJohn Pearson, Knt. 
LEITH DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 


| Ronald Craufurd Munro Ferguson. 





ELGIN ann NATIRN. 


| John Edward Gordon. 


ELGIN DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
| Alexander Asher. 














List of 


FIFESHIRE. 
Eastern Division. 
Right Hon. Herbert Henry Asquith. 


WEsTERN Division. 
Augustine Birrell. 
KIRKCALDY DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
James Henry Dalziel. 


ST. ANDREWS DISTRICT OF BURGHS. | 


Henry Torrens Anstruther. 


FORFARSHIRE. 
James Martin White. 
DUNDEE BURGH. 
Edmund Robertson. 
Sir John Leng, Knt. 
MONTROSE DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
John Shiress Will. 





HADDINGTONSHIRE. 


Richard Burdon Haldane. 


INVERNESS-SHIRE. 
James Evan Bruce Baillie. 
INVERNESS DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Sir Robert Bannatyne Finlay, Knt. 


KINCARDINESHIRE. 
John William Crombie. 





KIRKCUDBRIGHTSHIRE. 
Sir Mark John Stewart, Bart. 


LANARKSHIRE. 
Govan Division. 
John Wilson. 


Partick DIvIsion. 
James Parker Smith. 


NorTH-WESTERN DIVISION. 
John Goundry Holburn. 


NorTH-EASTERN DIVISION. 
John Colville. 


Min Division. 
James Caldwell. 


SoutHERN Division. 
James Henry Cecil Hozier. 
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| LANARKSHIRE—cont. 


GLASGOW BURGH. 
Bridgeton Division. 


Right Hon. Sir George Otto Trevelyan, 
| Bart. 
































Camlachie Division. 
Alexander Cross. 
| St. Rollox Division. 
Ferdinand Faithfull Begg. 
Central Division. 
John George Alexander Baird. 
College Division. 
Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Bart. 
| Tradeston Division. 
Archibald Cameron Corbett. 
Blackfriars and Hutchesontown Division. 
Andrew Dryburgh Provand. 
GLASGOW anp ABERDEEN 
UNIVERSITIES. 
| James Alexander Campbell. 


LINLITHGOWSHIRE. 


Alexander Ure. 





ORKNEY anp SHETLAND. 
| Sir Leonard Lyell, Bart. 


PEEBLES anp SELKIRK SHIRES. 
Walter Thorburn. 


PERTHSHIRE. 
| EASTERN DIVvIsIoN. 
| Sir John George Smythe Kinloch, Bart. 
WESTERN DivIsIon. 
Sir Donald Currie, K.c.M.G. 
PERTH BURGH. 
| Robert Wallace. 
RENFREWSHIRE. 
EASTERN Division. 
Michael Hugh Shaw-Stewart. 
WESTERN DIVISION. 
| Chaves Bine Renshaw. 
GREENOCK BURGH. 
Sir Thomas Sutherland, k.c.M.«. 
PAISLEY BURGH. 
Sir William Dunn, Bart. 






| 


xxx 


List of 





ROXBURGHSHIRE. 


John Charles Scott Earl of Dalkeith. 


HAWICK DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 


‘Thomas Shaw. 


STIRLINGSHIRE. 
James McKillop. 


FALKIRK DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 


John Wilson. 


STIRLING DISTRICT OF BURGHS. 
Right Hon. Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 


man, G.C.B. 


SUTHERLANDSHIRE. 
John McLeod. 


WIGTOWNSHIRE. 
Sir Herbert Eustace Maxwell, Bart. 


IRELAND—103 Members. 


ANTRIM. 
Nortu Division. 
Colonel Hugh McCalmont. 


Mip Division. 
Hon. Robert Torrens O'Neill. 


East Division. 
Captain James Martin McCalmont. 


Soutu Division. 

William Grey Ellison Macartney. 
BELFAST BOROUGH. 

North Division. 
Sir Edward James Harland, Bart. 

East Division. 
Gustav Wilhelm Wolff. 

South Division. 
William Johnston. 


West Division. 


Hugh Oakeley Arnold-Forster. 
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ROSS anp CROMARTY SHIRES. 
James Galloway Weir. 





Members. 


ARMAGH. 
Nortu Division. 
| Colonel Edmund James Saunderson. 
Mip Division. 
| Dunbar Plunket Barton. 


Soutn Division. 
Edward M‘Hugh. 


CARLOW. 
| John Hammond. 








CAVAN. 
Wesr Division. 
James Patrick Farrell. 
East Division. 
Samuel Young. 
CLARE. 
East Division. 
William Hoey Kearney Redmond. 
West Division. _ 
| Major James Eustace Jameson. 





| 
| 
| 
| 





CORK. 
Nortu Division. 
Ji ames Christopher Flynn. 
Nortg-East Division. 
William Abraham. 
| Mip Division. 
Charles Kearns Deane Tanner. 
East Division. 
Captain Anthony John Charles Donelan. 


West Division. 
_ James Gilhooly. 





Soutnu Division. 
| Edward Barry. 
SoutrH-East DIrvision. 
| Andrew Commins. 
CORK CITY. 
| James Francis Xavier O’Brien. 
| Maurice Healy. 





DONEGAL. 
Norru Division. 
Thomas Bartholomew Curran. 
| West Division. 
| | Timothy Daniel Sullivan. 
| 


-East Division. 
| Soeer O’Connor. 


Sourn Divisron. 
John Gordon Swift MacNeill. 

















List of 


DOWN. 
Norru Division. 
Colonel Thomas Waring. 
East Division. 
James Alexander Rentoul. 





West Division. 
Right Hon. Lord Arthur William Hill. 
Soutn Division. 
Michael McCartan. 
NEWRY BOROUGH. 
Patrick George Hamilton Carvill. 





DUBLIN. 
Nortu Division. 
John Joseph Clancy. 
South Division. 
Hon. Horace Curzon Plunkett. 
DUBLIN CITY. 
College Green Division. 
Joseph Edward Kenny. 
Harbour Division. 
Timothy Charles Harrington. 
St. Stephen’s Green Division. 
William Kenny. 
St. Patrick's Division. 
William Field. 
DUBLIN UNIVERSITY. 
Right Hon. David Robert Plunket. 


Edward Henry Carson. 





FERMANAGH. 

Nortu Division. 
Richard Martin Dane. 

Soutn Diviston. 
Jeremiah Jordan. 


GALWAY. 
West (OR CoNNEMARA) DIVISION. 

William O'Malley. 

Nortn Division. 
Denis Kilbride. 

East Division. 
John Roche. 

Soutrn Drvision. 
David Sheehy. 

GALWAY BOROUGH. 

John Pinkerton. 
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xxxi 


Members. 


KERRY. 

Nortu Division. 
| Thomas Sexton. 

West Division. 
\Sir Thomas Henry Grattan Esmonde, 
| Bart. 
South Division. 
Thomas George Farrell. 

East Division. 
| [ Vacant. | 





KILDARE. 
Nortu Division. 
Charles John Engledow. 
Soutrn Division. 
Matthew Joseph Minch. 





KILKENNY. 
Nortu Division. 
Patrick McDermott. 
Sourn Division. 
Samuel Morris. 
KILKENNY CITY. 
Patrick O’Brien. 





KING’S COUNTY. 
Brrr Division. 
Bernard Charles Molloy. 
TuLLaMorE Divistoy. 
Joseph Francis Fox. 








LEITRIM. 

| Nortu Division. 
| Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh. 

| SoutH Driviston. 
| Jasper Tully. 





| 
| 
LIMERICK. 
| Wesr Division. 
| Michael Austin. 

| East Division. 
| John Finucane. 


LIMERICK CITY. 
| [ Vacant. | 
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LONDONDERRY. 
Nortu Derry Division. 
Right Hon. John Atkinson. 
South Derry Division. 
Sir Thomas Lea, Bart. 


LONDONDERRY CITY. 
Edmund Francis Vesey Knox. 





LONGFORD. 
Nort Drviston. 
Justin McCarthy. 


: Soutn Drvisron. 
Hon. Edward Blake. 





LOUTH. 
Nortu Division. 
Timothy Michael Healy. 


Soutnu Division. 
Daniel Ambrose. 





MAYO. 

Nortu Division. 
Daniel Crilly. 

West Division. 
Robert Ambrose. 

East Division. 
John Dillon. 

Sours Division. 
Michael Davitt. 





MEATH. 
Norru Division. 
John Howard Parnell. 


Sourn Division. 
James Gibney. 





MONAGHAN. 
Nortnu Division. 
Daniel Macaleese. 
Soutn Division. 
James Daly. 





QUEEN’S COUNTY. 
Ossory DrvisIon. 
Eugéne Crean. 
Lerx Division. 
Mark Antony McDonnell. 





ROSCOMMON. 
Nortu Division. 
James O’Kelly. 


Soutn Division. 
Luke Patrick Hayden. 
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Members. 


| SLIGO. 
Norta Division. 
| Bernard Collery. 
Souta Drviston. 
Thomas Curran. 





TIPPERARY. 
Nort Division. 
Patrick Joseph O’Brien. 
Mip Drviston. 
James Francis Hogan. 
Soutu Drviston. 
Francis Mandeville. 


East Division. 
Thomas Joseph Condon. 





TYRONE. 

Norru Division. 

Right Hon. Serjeant Charles Hare 
Hemphill. 

Mip Drvisron. 
George Murnaghan. 

East Diviston. 
Patrick Charles Doogan. 

Soutu Division. 
Thomas Wallace Russell. 


WATERFORD. 
West Division. 





| Vacant. | 
East Division. 
Patrick Joseph Power. 
WATERFORD CITY. 
John Edward Redmond. 





WESTMEATH. 
Nortu Division. 
James Tuite. 
Soutn Division. 
Donal Sullivan. 


WEXFORD. 
Nortu Division. 
| Thomas Joseph Healy. 


Soutu Division. 
Peter Ffrench. 


WICKLOW. 
West Division. 
James O’Connor. 


East Division. 
| William Joseph Corbet. 
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LORDS: MONDAY, 121m AUGUST 1895. Page 


The TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT of the Unrrep Kinepom 


opened by Commission 1 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER :—Royal Message read by Lord Chancellor, directing 

Commons to choose a Speaker... a sae aa a ans 2 

Lorp TuurLow—Certificate of Adjudication in Bankruptey—Read ans 3 

COMMONS: MONDAY, 1l2tH AUGUST 1895. 

MEssAGE TO ATTEND Lorps ;—House went :—and heard Royal Message 
read directing them to proceed to the Election of a Speaker, and to 

present him To-morrow for the Royal Approbation oon om avis 4 
{LECTION OF SpEAKER:—-House being returned—Sir Joun Mowsray 

moved :— 

“That the Right Honourable Wiii1am Court Guity do take the Chair as Speaker 

of this House”’... oe ar ees cee ea aes eee + 

Mr. Joun E tis seconded the Motion ses bee on eee eee 5 
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The House unanimously calling him to the Chair— 


Mr. Witu1am Court GuLty stood up in his place on the Opposition 
side, and, having expressed the sense he had of the honour proposed 
to be conferred upon him, submitted himself to the House 


The House then having again unanimously called him to the Chair, 
Mr. GuLLy was conducted to the Chair, from which he expressed 
his sincere thanks to the House. Then the Mace was placed upon 
the Table = ae! te mes 


Whereupon the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour) and 
Sir William Harcourt congratulated Mr. Speaker-Elect—and the 
House adjourned 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 13ru AUGUST 1895. 
CoMMISSION :— 
SPEAKER OF THE HovsE oF Commons :—Presented and Approved 


Rout or tHE Lorps—Delivered 


eee eee eee eee 


The Right Hon. Henry Thurston, Lord Knutsford, G.C.M.G., having 
been created Viscount Knutsford, of Knutsford, in the County 
Palatine of Chester, was (in the usual manner) introduced 


The Right Hon. Henry Matthews, having been created Viscount 
5 7 ? fon] 
Llandaff, of Hereford, in the county of Hereford, was (in the 
usual manner) introduced 


The Right Hon. Sir Henry Brougham Loch, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., having 
heen created Baron Loch, of Drylaw, in the county of Midlothian, 
was (in the usual manner) introduced 


Sydney James Stern, Esquire, having been created Baron Wandsworth, 


of Wandsworth, in the county of London, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 13th AUGUST 1895. 
MEsSAGE TO ATTEND Lorps ;—House went :—and Mr. Speaker-Elect was 
there presented to the Lords Commissioners for the Royal Approbation 
House being returned, Mr. Speaker reported that Her Majesty had, by her 


Commissioners, approved of the choice the Commons had made of him 
to be their Speaker ... 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, l4tn AUGUST 1895. 


House sat for Swearing-in of Members... 
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LORDS: THURSDAY, 15ta AUGUST 1895. 
CoMMISSION :—LorpD CHANCELLOR delivered 


Her Majesty's Post Gracious Speech wes 


REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR SCOTLAND :—Minutes 


The Right Hon. Robert Offley Ashburton, Lord Houghton, having been 
created Earl of Crewe, of Crewe, in the County Palatine of Chester, 
was (in the usual manner) introduced 


Sevecr Vesrries :—Bill pro formé read 1".—{ Marquess of Salisbury. | 


Advress in Answer to Wer Majesty's Most Gracious Dpeech voi e 


Movep :—“ That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty in 
reply to the Speech from the Throne.”—{ Duke of Marlborough. | 


eee 


Motion SECONDED :—| Lord Ampthill | 

DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 
Earl of Rosebery iene Earl Cowper 
Marquess of Salisbury... 45 Duke of Devonshire 


Address agreed to nemine dissentiente 


CratRMAN oF CommirreEs:—The Earl of Morley appointed nemine 
dissentiente to take the Chair in all Committees of this House for this 
Session 


ComMItrEE FOR PriviLEGEs :—-Appointed 
SuB-ComMITTEE FOR THE JOURNALS :—Appointed 
STOPPAGES IN THE STREETS :—Order to prevent renewed 


APPEAL CoMMITTEE : ~-Appointed 


Provisional Order Bills: 


Educational Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [#.t.] ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order [No. 4| Bill [H.L.]; Elemen- 
tary Education Provisional Order Confirmation (Tottenham) Bill 
[u.t.); Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [m.t.]; Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [H1.L, | Presented ; Read 1* and 2"; Committees 
negatived ; Bills read 3% and passed, and sent to the Commons 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, 1l5ta AUGUST 1895. 


Country or Cavan (West Cavan .Division) anp LONDONDERRY CITY 
Exection :—Mr. Speaker acquainted the House that he had received a 
letter from Mr. Edmund Francis Vesey Knox, returned as Member for 
the County of Cavan (West Cavan Division), and also for Londonderry 
City, making his Election to serve for the City of Londonderry one 


ELEctions :—Sessional Order made 


Outlawries Bill ;—Read 1* a ie ek ae me a Rae 
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Nationa Dept :—Order of 6th July, read and discharged—{ Mr. Hanbury] 


Civiz Servicks anp ReveNuE Departments (Estimates 1895-6) :— 
Presented—| No. 404] sa oh 


Civit Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1895-6) :—Presented—[No. 405]... 


Army, Navy, Crvit Services, AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1895-6 :— 
Copy presented, of Statements of the amounts already voted and 
Balances remaining to be voted for the year ending 31st March, 1896— 
[No. 406} 


Nationa Desr—Copy presented, of Return ‘ me aah 
Smatt Howpincs Act, 1892—Return presented; [Ordered 20th June, 
1895.—Mr. Macdonald|\—|No. 407] “x ‘es ad wis ae 


Enpowep Scroots Act, 1869, AND AMENDING Acts, AND WELSH INTER- 
wEDIATE Epucation Act, 1889 ;—Copy presented, of Scheme—{ No. 408] 





Universities OF OXxForD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (OxrorD) :—Copy 
presented of Statute—[{No. 409] ... : Ad 





UNIVERSITIES OF OXxFoRD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (OxForD) :—Co 
x PY 
presented of .Statute—[No. 410] ... : i se 


UNIVERSITIES OF OxFoRD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (OxrorD) :—Copy 
presented of Statutes—{No. 411]... ee aoe siblag a Se des 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE) :—Copy 
presented of Statute-—[No. 412] ... eee 


-_- 


UNIVERSITIES OF OxFoRD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE) :—Copy 


presented of Statutes—[ No. 413]... 


Universities OF OxrorD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE) :—Copy 
presented of Statute—[No. 414] ... is ahs 





Post Orrick (AuSTRALIAN Main Conrrracts) :—Copy presented of Contracts. 
—(Mr. Hanbury )—{ No. 415] 


Joun Daty :—Motion made— 


“ That there be laid before this Honse a Certified Copy of the Conviction, Judg- 
ment, and Sentence in the case of the Queen against John Daly, tried at the 
Assizes and Generai Delivery of the Gaol of our Lady the Queen, holden at 
Warwick on the 29th of July, 1884; also a Certificate from the Governor of 
Portland Prison, that the said John Daly is still imprisoned under the said 
Sentence.’’—/ Attorney General) 


After short Debate, Motion made— 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.’’—/Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn ; original Question agreed to—[No. 416] 


BUSINESS OF THE House :—Statement by First Lord of the Treasury ; 
Questions following—Sir Charles Dilke, Dr. Tanner and Mr. T. M. 
Healy 


New Wrir :—For the the County of Cavan (West Cavan Division),—in the 
room of Edmund Francis Vesey Knox, Esquire, who, having been 
returned for the said County of Cavan (West Cavan Division), and for 
the City of Londonderry, hath elected to sit for the City of London- 
derry 
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Provisional Order Bills :— 


Education Provisional Order Confirmation(London) Bill [..|—Read leo— 
[ Bill 339].—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill {4.1.] 
—Read 1°—-[ Bill 340].—Elementary Education Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Tottenham) Bill [1.1.}—Read le—| Bill 341} 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bills—{1.1.]:—Read 1o-—{Bill 342] 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill—{".1.]:— Read 1e—{ Bill 343] 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


QUEEN’S SPEECH :—Mr. Speaker reported Her Majesty’s ~ bai and read it 
to the House a aes ve. ae 


Address in Anstuer to Wer Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech— 


Moven—{ Mr. 7. W. Legh)... 
Dr, Clark, Mr. Speaker, Dr. Tanner 
SeconpDED—| Mr. 7’. H. Robertson] 


DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 


Sir W. Harcourt ie 78 Mr. H. Seton-Karr ... ae 
First Lord of the Treasury 86 Mr. R. B. Haldane 
Sir Charles Dilke as Major Rasch ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“Humbly to represent to your Majesty that this House is of opinion that it is the 
duty of Her Majesty's Ministers to declare without delay their policy with 
regard to the questions of Home Rule, of Land Law Reform, including amend- 
ment of the existing Land Acts, of compulsory land purchase, reinstatement 
of the evicted tenants, and the industrial condition of Ireland, in all which 
matters an overwhelming majority of the Irish people are vitally interested.” 
—/(Mr. John Redmond) ,.. 





DEBATE FOLLOWING : 


Dr. Kenny ase “ee Mr. J. C. Flynn * 
Mr. Horace Plunkett... 114 ap Secretar 'y for Ireland 
Mr. John Dillon cost? Ew Mr. T. P. O'Connor ... 


Mr. Timothy Harrington 


Dr. TANNER NAMED BY MR. SPEAKER ... 
Motion made— 


“That Dr. Tanner be suspended from the service of the Pt ee of 


State for the Colonies) 
Motion agreed to ; the hon. Siniibiie for Mid Cork wie 


DEBATE RESUMED :—(.Mr. Harrington)... ae 
Motion made— 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.’’—/Mr. Lough), 
Mr. J. H. Dalziel os 1 First ae of the Poeesaey 
Debate adjourned till to-morrow 
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COMMONS: FRIDAY, l6rn AUGUST 1895. 
Private Bitts :—Order made as to Standing Orders 


Provisional Order Bills :— 


Read 1° and 2°, and (the Bills having been passed in the last Session of 
Parliament) Read 3°, and passed : 

Brine Pumping (Compensation for Subsidence) Provisional Order Bill 
[Ordered 9th April]; Local Government. Provisional Orders (No. 5) 
Bill [Ordered 29th April] ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill [Ordered 13th May]; Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 10) Bill [Ordered 28th May] ; Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 14) Bill [Ordered 31st May | 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill [Ordered 51st t May] ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 16) Bill [Ordered 31st 
May]; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill [Ordered 
11th June]; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 18) Bill 
{Ordered 11th J sic Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
Bill ei om = bas i 433 

Read 1° and 2°, ait committed 

Local Government Provisional Ondere { No. 19) Bill [Ordered 17th June} ; 
Local Government Provisional ha (No. 20) Bill [Ordered 
18th June}; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 21) Bill 
[Ordered 20th June]; Military Lands Provisional Order (No. 2) 
Bill ea Sis sic be ye ne 


Loca, Taxation (ScorLanp) : ma meee 15th Angent to be 
printed—{ No. 417] 


Bankruptcy :—Paper [presented 15th pa ust] to be ‘lata a 
Cuarity Commission (Country MerrionerH) ENpowMENts :—1 
sented 15th August] to be printed—{ No. 419] 


CALEDONIAN CANAL :—Paper Berg 15th en to be printed— 
[No. 420] ae = iS 


Army (Estimates, 1895-6) ae sainieiles (No. 421]. . 
Army (SUPPLEMENTARY Estimate, 1895-6) :— Estimate prese hee | No. 4: 29) 
Navy Estimates (1895-6) :—Copy presented—{ No. 423] 


Monacuan County Extecrion Returns (Norrn MonaGuan Division, Souru 
MonaGuan Division) :—Returns amended 


No. 18) 
teturn | pre- 


QUESTIONS. 


Yacut Ciuss anp Navar Dress— aspen: Mr. Gibson Bowles : rata 
Secretary to the Admiralty A “a 

CANADIAN SrorE CarrLE—Questions, Mr. R. J “Pies Colonel Waring, and 
Sir John Leng; Answers, President of the Board of Agriculture 

BoarD oF AGRICULTURE— Question, Mr. W. Field; Answer, Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland 
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DELIVERY OF ELECTION thea I pert, Mr. Parker Smith ; Answer, 
Secretary to the Treasury .. 


PostMARKS ON LeETTERS—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, 
Secretary to the Treasury .. 


SLAVERY IN PEMBA AND 5 secede: Mr. J. A. Pease and Mr. 
Thomas Bayley ; Answers, Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 


TELEGRAPHIC MONEY Pasi amet Mr. Henniker Heaton ; Answer, 
Secretary to the Treasury 


SHIPBUILDING PRroGRAMME—Question, Sir Charles Dilke Answer, Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty 


Finance Act, 1894—Question, Mr. Gibson Seite Aarees, Chancellor of 
the Exchequer 





FRANCE AND CuHInA—Question, Sir Ellis Ackiiget tetlcne! Answer, 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs ats = xe A 

AGED Poor Commiss1on—Questions, Mr. J. Rankin and Mr. F. A. 
Channing ; Answers, President of the Local Government Board and 
First Lord of the Treasury ait ms nek sad ~ i 

LAND PurRcHASE IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Edward Carson; Answer 
Chief Secretary for Ireland ‘ 

Murper or THE Rev. Mr. Stew sities eaniion Mr. ae ‘Ciien: 
Answer, Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs ‘a i 

RESERVES IN THE Navy—Question, Mr. W. wana pean Secretary to 
the Admiralty nes ‘es a n a sae 

Boiters oF H.M.S. “ CHARGER mlb Mr. W. Allan ; sas 
Secretary to the Admiralty Seis is 

Lasour DeparrMEeNtT, Boarpd oF TRADE—Questions, Mr. “Herbert Lewis 
and Mr. Rees Davies ; Answers, President of the Board of Trade 

Housing OF THE WorKING CLasses Act, 1890—Questions, Mr. Maurice 
Healy ; Answers, President of the Local Government Board 

AssAULT BY A Lanp AGENt—Questions, Mr. J. Roche and Mr. D. — 
Answers, Chief Secretary for Ireland [ Mr. Speaker] 

East Lonpon Warer Suppty—Questions, Mr. E. H. Pickersgill = Mr, 
J. Stuart ; Answers, President of the Local Government Board 


Poor Law Guarptans (IRELAND)—Question, Mr. F. Mandeville ; Answer, 
Chief Secretary for Ireland... ee oe 


TRADE WITH MATABELELAND AND MAsHONALAND—Question, Colonel Howard 
Vincent ; Answer, Secretary of State for the Colonies 


ARDCHATTAN EPISCOPAL i i Sea a Mr. J. Caldwell; Answer, 
Lord Advocate 


IMMORAL Lirgearone— Question, ie. J. Fr Hogan Answer, Home 
Secretary 


Scottish Fishery Boarp- Question, Mr. ‘s. teitilibes Answer, Lord 
Advocate B 5 > 

Royat Cana, [REL/ axo—Queston, Mr. J. Tuite ; Answer Seddon of the 
Board of T rade 

ATTORNEY Ray a Mr. J. H. Dalziel, Mr. C. J. Dating, ne 
Mr. Henry Labouchere ; Answers, Secretary to ‘the Treasury . 


BECHUANALAND—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton ; Answer, Secretary of State 
for the Colonies 
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[August 16.] 
DisTuRBANCES IN MAcEDoNIA—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answer, 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs ee he Bit is 
Borers AND THE WoopsusH Tripes——Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answer, Secretary of State for the Colonies Hi as ev 
MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNMENT AS D1irEcrors——Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer, First Lord of the Treasury We 
Want or EmpiLoyment CommirrgeE—Questions, Mr. Herbert ee Mr. E. 
H. Pickersgill, and Mr. F. A. Channing ; Answers, First Lord of the 
Treasury os ‘ aay re oad «e 
Fats or Foy ae Dr. R. Farquharson Answers, First Lord of 
the Treasury.. ‘ pet: b we: E ; 
PRIVATE Soeeaa? Bitts—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. J. Redmond, 
and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, First Lord of the Treasury 
CuikF Secretary AND Mr. Justice BEwLEY—Questions, Mr. T. M. ties 
Answers, Chief Secretary for Ireland bas es = 
Vores IN Suppty—Question, Mr. Arthur O’Connor ; Answer, Secretary to 
the Treasury... 
Municipal Franchise (Ireland) Bill ;—Atter short Debate, presented and Read’ 1°.— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.j— {Bill No. 1.] 
Law Orricers (Sacarigs, &c.) :—Return ordered.—( Mr. Sydney Bucton.)... 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
Address in Answer to Wer Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech— 
ApbJouRNED Depate. [Seconp Nicur.|—Order read for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Amendment proposed to 
Main Question [15th August. | 
DEBATE RESUMED :— 
Mr. T. Lough ... 179 Mr. William Field 
Chief eat bd ie Mr. 7. M. Healy : met 
land 181 [ Mr. Speaker ... 201, 202, 
Sir Albert Rollit.. oo Be Attorney General for Ireland 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ... 190 Serjeant Hemphill 
Mr. J, A. Pease... ox ae 
Question again proposed :— 
‘“‘'That the words proposed to be left out stand ” of the dertagaat Amend- 
ment.” ,., ia pest aly 2 . : 


Question put.—The House divided :— Sein 257 ; Noes, 123.—( Division 
List, No. 2.) ss = we ies 
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Question put :— 


“That the words, ‘ And humbly to represent to Your Majesty that this House 
is of opinion that it is the duty of Your Majesty’s Ministers to declare 
without delay their policy with regard to the questions of Home Rule, 
Land Law Reform (including Amendment of the existing Land Acts 
and compulsory Land Purchase), Reinstatement of the Evicted Tenants, 
and the Industrial Condition of Ireland, in all of which matters the 
overwhelming majority of the Irish people is vitally interested,’ be added 
to the Main Question.”’ 


The House divided :—Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 243.—( Division List, No.3) 214 


Further Amendment to Address proposed :— 


‘* And we humbly represent to Your Majesty that the time has come when the 
cases of all prisoners convicted under the Treason-Felony Act who are, 
and have been for many years, undergoing punishment for offences 
arising out of insurrectionary movements connected with Ireland, may 
be advantageously reconsidered.” —/Mr. Clancy.) Aas ut! Oke 


DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 


Home Secretary ... 215, 222 Mr. BE. J.C. Morton ... ... 229 
Mr. Patrick O’ Brien 220 Mr. J. Caldwell sid: ... 230 
Mr. William Redmond ... 220 Sir J. Fergusson Tk ser"! 231 
Mr. John Redmond 224 Mr. 7. Harrington... fax oe 
First Lord of the Treasury 226 Mr. T. M, Healy med ics ae 
Mr. H. H. Asquith 228 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn... es ee 58 ne soe OE 


Further Amendment to Address moved :— 


“That this House begs humbly to draw the attention of Your Majesty to the 
existing wide-spread depression in agriculture, and submits that it would 
be expedient to pass remedial measures during the present year.’’—/Mr. 


R. J. Prive.) ns om Cs ay get af .. 233 
DEBATE FOLLOWING : 
Mr. H. Broadhurst j. 9 236 Mr. T. R. Buchanan ... os» | 24h 
Mr. A. Jeffreys ... ey 5 President Board of Agricul- 
Colonel Waring ... ... 240 ture we i w. 243 
Debate adjourned to Monday next i a ae a .. 244 


ADJOURNMENT :—Resolved— 


“That this House, at its rising, do adjourn till Monday next.’’—(Mr. Hanbury ,,, 244 


LORDS: MONDAY, 19rH AUGUST 1895. 


SPEAKER OF THE House :—Marquess of Salisbury acquainted the House that 
Her Majesty had (by Commission) appointed the Earl of Limerick 
Speaker of the House in the absence of the Lord Chancellor, the Earl 
of Morley, the Earl of Cork and Orrery, the Earl of Lathom, the Earl 
de Montalt, the Viscount Oxenbridge, and the Lord Herschell ... wee «245 


Cuizr Army Commanp: Lorp Wo.LsELEy’s ApPpoINTMENT—Question, Lord 
Monkswell ; Answer, Secretary of State for War «os 245 


Provisional Order Confirmation Bills ;—Ordered, that Standing Orders Nos. 72 
and 82 be suspended for the remainder of the Session ,,, 
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Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills :—Order made respecting 
Resolutions of the 4th day of July last eve ‘ eee oes 


SranDING Orpers :—Amended, and to be printed as ne a 5] 


Lanp For Muirirary Purposes ite cr Lord Castletown ; Answer, 
Secretary of State for War ve 


Provisional Order Bills:—Bills (pursuant to the Resolutions of 4th of July 
last respecting Provisional Order Confirmation Bills) brought from the 
Commons, and Read 1* :-—-Brine Pumping (Compensation for Subsidence) 
Provisional Order Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 15) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 16) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders siti 17) Bill; Local 
Government: Provisional Orders (No. 18) Bill . ie 


Pier and Harbour Fowrinenal Grdees hee » am — from Commons— 
2 - anc = . . eee 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 191rH AUGUST 1895. 


Provisional Order Bills :—Read 2° and committed :—Education Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) Bill [u.1.]; Elementary Education 
Provisional Order Confirmation (Tottenham) Bill [1.1.] 


Order made respecting Standing Orders 208a and 211-—Committee to sit 
forthwith 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 19) Bill, «nd Local Government 
Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill :—Committed to the Committee on Provisional 
Order Bills appointed this day .,, 


Nava. Savines Banks :—Account [presented 16th August] to be printed 
—(No. 424].. : sex aes én ean we nn " 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (Lonpon) :—Return pen 2nd August 1894] to 
be printed—[No. 425] ; pene - pa os 


QUESTIONS. 





H.M.S. “ Rincarooma ”—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton ; ne First 
Lord of the Admiralty e aK asi ‘ - 

PosraL Cyciist Corps—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton ; Answer, Secretary 
to the Treasury 

Posr Carps—Question, Mr. Hionnthes ‘Mate; Answer, Secretary to the 
Treasury 


East Lonpon Water SuppLy—Question, Mr. Ww ootton alli aioli 
President of the Local Government Board ; 
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BALLOON PARACHUTE sai cin Mr. Wootton Isaacson ; Answer, 


Home Secretary... ve ; \ od Phe ad 
NAVAL SHIPBUILDING ConTRACTS— Ciesabion, Mr. Wootton Siiaaies Answer, 
First Lord of the Admiralty e, te es ig Roe met 
RESIGNATION OF THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answers, Under Secretary for War ae we a. oie avy 


H.M.S. “ ee ren i ta Donelan ; Answers, iiss to 
the Admiralty is ; ; BS xp ae 


CHANNEL SQUADRON-—Question, Capt: ain oan tes ‘eau Secretary to the 
Admiralty 


PoticE Prensions—Questions, Mr. T. H. Chalienie poe Mr. ee 


Answer, the Lord Advocate is 
CHITR AL—Questions, Sir W. Wedderburn, Sir en exke, pr Mr. W. J. 
Galloway ; Answers, Secretary for India and First Lord of the Treasury 
NrwcastLeE Pizer, Country Down—Questions, Mr. M. McCartan, Mr. W. 
Johnston, and Mr. Vesey Knox ; Answers, Secretary to the Treasury... 
Betrast Loucu Licutrs-——Question, Mr. M. McCartan ; Answer, President 
of the Board of Trade ‘ ae : 
SrarureE Law Revision Act, 1892 — Question, Mr. i i Healy : 
Answer, Attorney General for Treland ... P P 
HovusinG oF tHE WorKING CLASSES IN ‘Seite Si Ae Mr. mh 
Healy ; Answers, Attorney General for Ireland and President of the 


Local Government Board ... ig. ts Ses oe es 
Fist Revenue—Question, Mr. J. F. Hogan; Answer, Secretary of State 
for the Colonies aioe Hon ae mee ass 9% Bat (as 
Fara Accipentrs (Scornanp) Act, 1895-——Question, Mr. J. Caldwell ; 
Answer, Lord Advocate... $F igs Phe rae nr 


Irish Main Service-—Question, Mr. Vesey Knox ; Answer, Secretary to 
the Treasury be ae er LN ned mr By oe 
LONDONDERRY Suirr INpustry- re Mr. Vesey Knox; Answer, 
Home Secretary... <3 ‘ ae Jet 
Omnibus TRAFFIC IN CHEAPSIDE— Sanudbaen, Mr. T. Lough ; Answer, Home 
Secretary. ... ie é ics : ae ws . aes 
. CLeAR’s ParisH CounciL, Catalaniniina Aplin, Mr. Lloyd ieee: 
Answer, Home Secretary ... Fe i es fe acts ne 
QUEEN’s CoLLEGE, CorkK—Questions, Mr. Maurice Healy and Mr. Edward 
Carson ; Answers, Chief Secretary for Ireland ... se a Re 
Irish Lanp LeGisLation—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Vesey Knox ; 
Answers, Chief Secretary for Ireland [ Mr. Speaker] _ ... ks wie 
Scotcu Private Birt ProckpurE—Question, Mr. W. Thorburn ; Answer, 
Lord Advocate sed ; pete at a ‘ ty it. 
NortH Derry Pi nicrinn- Sedat. Mr. Vesey Knox, Mr. W. Johnson, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. T. M. eta Answers, The aehitierl 


General for Ireland [ Mr. Speaker | . an 
Disrress in County CLArE—Question, Mr. W. eae Fey Chief 
Secretary for Ireland Ses ea ee bss i a as 
Epucation IN IRELAND—Question, Dr. Kenny ; ae Chief Secretary 
for Ireland ... ee. sae a a Ns she sy 


CHARGES AGAINST A DispENSARY MEDICAL Ob ibe epesianels Dr. Kenny ; 
Answers, Chief Secretary for Ireland _... rk are be oe 
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Eviction at BautysBar, KiLLARNEY ns Mr. J. C. gs 
Answer, Chief Secretary for Ireland 


5tH Barrarion Roya Irish Rirtes—Question, Mr. M. McCartan ; ; Aenanite: 
Under Secretary of State for War 

ARREST OF BritisH SUBJECTS IN Hovorviu— Question, Mr. J. F. eagles 
Answer, Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 

River SHANNON DRAINAGE ee ee Mr. ae ‘Tally ; : ieieeion 
Secretary to the Treasury % Sie whe ; ; 

ALLEGED MAssaAcrRE OF MussuLMAN Vexoune —(uestion, Sir E. ‘hibithesil 
Bartlett ; Answer, Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 


TrIsH Maciernanes— Question, Mr. W. Redmond ; Answer, Chief Secretary 
for Ireland . Fs 


Portapown Post ai: aaa: Colonel Swunderson damiden Secre- 
tary to the Treasury =: ton itt 

CHANGES AT THE WAR Dlentils—Gineltini Sir Char bi Dilke : Answer, First 
Lord of the Treasury 


ARTILLERY Practice IN PLymoutH Sounp— Aiitbi, Mr. F, B. Mikday 
Answer, Under Secretary of State for War 


Evicrep Tenants IN IRELAND—Questions, Mr. J. Redmond and Mr. ee M. 


Healy ; Answers, First Lord of the Treasury and Attorney General ... 
New ComMANDERr-IN-CHIEF—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Under 
Secretary of State for War [Mr. Speaker] 


Pusiic Business :—Motion made— 


‘That for the remainder of the Session no Notice of Motion for leave to bring in 
a Bill be given except by a Minister of the Crown; that Government Busi- 
ness do have precedence every day, be not interrupted under the provisions 
of any Standing Order regulating the Sittings of the House, and may be 
entered upon at any hour, though opposed ; that whenever the Committee of 
Supply stands as an Order of the Day Mr. Speaker do leave the Chair without 
question put ; and that, so soon as Government Business has been disposed 
of, Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without question put.’’—/First Lord of 
the Treasury) ‘as we ‘03 ‘ee ae val wis 


DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy on on Mr. T. R. Buchanan ... 
[Mr. Speaker... ... 281] Mr. T. Lough... 

Mr. J. W. Logan ~ Mr. T. M. Healy 

Mr. Wootton Isaacson ... 282 Sir W. Harcourt 

Mr. H. E. Kearley ... 282 Sir Charles Dilke 


Amendment proposed, in line 4, to leave out the words— 


“ Be not interrupted under the provisions of any Standing Order regulating the 
Sittings of the House, and may be entered upon at any hour sete 
opposed.”’—(Mr, Vesey Knox) , 


Mr. Herbert Lewis i 290 Mr. Gibson Boules 
First Lord of the Trea- Mr. J. H. Dalziel 
sury Rt os ae Mr. Arthur O’ Connor 


Question put—- 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.”’ 


The House divided :—Ayes, 271 ; Noes, 87.—(Division List, No. 4.) ... 
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Another Amendment Soupenet, in line 8, after the word “put,” 
insert the words— 


“Unless, on first going into Supply on the Army, Navy, or Civil Service 
Estimates respectively, or on any Vote of Credit, an Amendment be moved 
or Gention raised relating to the Estimates proposed to he taken in 
Supply.”’—(Mr. Gibson Bowles) : 


Question put-—— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 106 ; Noes, 259.—(Division List, No. 5) 


Motion made— 
“That the Question be now put.—/First Lord of the Treasury.) 


Question put— 
“ That the Question be now put.”’ 
The House divided :—Ayes, 238 ; Noes, 110.—(Division List, No. 6) ... 
Main Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 100.—(Division List, No. 7)}... 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill :—Motion made for leave to bring in  Bill.— 
( Attorney General) 


, Fa Healy ... 299 First Lord of the Treasury... a 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Liverick Evection (JoHn Daty) :—Motion made— 


“That the Order of the Day be deferred until after the Order for resuming the 
adjourned Debate on the Amendment to the Motion for an Address in Answer 
to Her Majesty’s Speech.’’—/ First Lord of the Treasury)... 


Mr. T. M. Healy .«. 208 First Lord of the Treaswry 


Order deferred till to-morrow. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Avvress in Answer to Ber Majesty's Most Gracious Syecch— 


ApjsourNED Desate [THirp Nicur|:—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Amendment proposed to Main Question 
[15th August |— 


DEBATE RESUMED :— 


Mr F. A. Channing... 302 President Local Government 
[Mr. Speaker... 309, 329] Board oes in 
Mr, A. M. Brookfield... 312 Sir W. Harcourt : 

Mr. Brynmor Jones... 315 First Lord of the Tr ee 
Mr. Radcliffe Cooke... 319 Mr. Logan 

Mr. G. Lambert ... wa BE Major Rasch ... 

Mr, Jasper More . 324 Mr. Strachey ... 


Sir W. Wedderburn 326 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 105; Noes, 236.—(Division List, No. 8) ... 


Another Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the 
words— 

“But humbly express our regret, especially in view of the urgent representations 
recently made by Lord Salisbury, that your Majesty’s Ministers have not 
intimated an intention to take steps to mitigate the evils arising from want 
of employment.” —(Mr. Pickersgill) omy iste? 

[Mire Speaker 346, 355, 356 | Captain Norton : 

Mr. T. Lough ... sos RE First Lord of the Treasury 

President of the Local Mr. J. H. Dalziel 
Government Board... 351 


Question put— 
“That those words be there added.”’ 
The House divided :—Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 211.—(Division List, No. 9) 
First Lord of the Treasury Sir W. Wedderburn 


3 
Sir W. Harcourt oak ae Mr. J. H. Dalziel 
Mr. T. M. Healy 3 


Motion made— 


ss 


5 
5 
5 
“ That the Question be now put.” — (First Lord of the Tre asury) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 73.—Division List, No. 10) ... 
Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 69 ; Noes 212.—(Division List, No. 11.) 
Motion made— 
“That the Main Question be now put.’’—/First Lord of the Treasury) 
Main Question put; the House divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 63.— 
(Division List, No. 12). 
tesol ved— 


“That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty as followeth :—- 
“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

‘* We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal Subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to thank Your Majesty for the Most Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 


SUPPLY :—Motion made— 
‘* That this House do this day (Tuesday) resolve itself into Committee to consider 
the Supplies to be granted to Her Majesty.”— (Mr. Hanbury.) 
After short Debate, the House divided:—Ayes, 215; Noes, 50.— 
(Division List, No. 13.) th Ses ses iy Be eee 


Ways AND Means :—Motion made— 


“That this House will this day resolve itself into a Committee of Ways and 
Means for raising the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.’’—/Mr. 
Hanbury.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 211 ; Noes, 51.—(Division List, No, 14.)... 
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COMMONS: TUESDAY, 20tTh AUGUST 1895. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders Te. © oa -(*- ent —Read 2°, and 


committed 
MeERCHANT SEAMEN’s Funp :—Account presented 19th Angus] to be 
printed.—[ No. 426] we Re si : ane “e 
PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS tenia VorTERs) POT ELEcTION, 
1895) :—Return.—( Mr. R. G. Webster) ... ° i 
PARLIAMENTARY Evections (Expenses) :—Return.—( Mr. R. G. Webster) ... 
Navy (SHIPBUILDING PRoGRAMME, 1889-90) :—Order [28th March 1895] 
for a Return relative thereto, read, and discharged; and, instead 
thereof, aay os A GS, nee ms sai 2 


Navy (SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME UNDER Naval Derence Act, 1889) :— 
Return ordered. J—{No. 427]... ; 





QUESTIONS. 


CoasTGUARDSMEN—Question, Sir Edward Gourley ; Answer, First Lord of 
the Admiralty 


Cnurcn or St. Paut, V ‘nih -aibiaiiald Sir arrsd Fletcher ; peren 
Secretary of State for the Colonies : ‘ etd 
Potice PENsions—Question, Sir John Leng ; weake Lord ‘cavcidte 


Grocers’ LICENCES IN ScoTLanp—Questions, Sir John Leng and Sir James 
Fergusson ; Answers, Lord Advocate 


Trish LanpING PLacrs—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answers, Chiet 
Secretary for Ireland f . 

MILit1A STAFF SERGEANTS—Question, Sir Tociine Siieciii: Anawer, wie 
Secretary for War ... : ; ~~ 

FRANCE AND MreKonc—Question, Mr. R. ities” p ALE Under Taal 
tary for Foreign Affairs es “* “ 

ScHoo. ExpenpItuRE—Question, Mr. "Herbert Hdbecte : ee Vice 
President of the Council a ‘ iw ; 

NortH SEA CANAL AND NAVAL REA ee a Mr. H. 0. fried 
Forster and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, First Lord of. .the 
Admiralty m3 

Dr. Herz—Question, Mr. A. G en ee tial. Sail Beuthaily 


Licensinc Houses anp Muitary UniFormMs — Question, Mr. A. M. 
Brookfield ; Answer, Under Secretary for War 


Berriew EpucationaAL OrbER—Question, Viscount Cranborne ; " a 
Vice President of the Council 


ACCIDENT AT CHATHAM ge“ agg whine CRs 
Answers, Civil Lord of the Admiralty .. 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES—-Question, Mr. beri Jones ; pate Cheacomellh 
of the Exchequer... ine ee wei ae abe we oes 
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[August 20. ] 
MarRKING ForeiGn-MADE GLAss—Questions, Sir James Fergusson and Mr. 
Provand ; Answers, President of the Board of Trade ee 
Buriat Boarp Fres—Question, Mr. J. Carvell phases Answer, Home 
Secretary... a : j "i vd _ 
DISTRESS IN Minnvedinianiin-—niialian. Sir Charles Dilke: poy Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies ae te 2 cats aes 
BaLitymMaHon Union——Question, Mr. Jasper Tully ; Answer, Chief Secretary 
for Treland ... ae a 8 Hi ees be ae 
Boyie Miuitary B en Mr. Jasper Tully ; Answer, Under 
Secretary for War on as bis ft ae 
Royat Navat ReservE—Question, Sir George Baden-Powell; Answer, 
First Lord of the Admiralty er san ee ae ane 
Brass River TrovusB_es—Questions, Sir George Baden-Powell and Mr. 
William Lawrence ; Answer, Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
TRANSMISSION Ng SEAMEN’S WacGEs—Questions, Sir George Baden-Powell 
and Mr. A. J. Mundella; Answers, President of the Board of Trade.. 
WARRANT Orrics—Question, Mr. H. E. seus ; Answer, First Lord of 
the Admiralty ase So A tie 
ARMY MINERAL WATER SupPLies— ible, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; cee 
Under Secretary for War ... * "e seu 
CoMMISSIONERS OF THE Peace, IRELAND—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Chief Secretary for Treland aes : ns me 
Pusiic Hearty Bit ee eres Mr. J. McKillop ; / eco, 
Lord Advocate aa oe sian a 
Liquor TRAFFIC IN BECHUANAL pam-tiaieibiiae Sir Wilfrid Lawson ; Answer, 
Secretary of State for the Colonies . i en . 
West Hightanp Raitway— Questions, Mr. T. R. ipathieenia and Mr, J. H. 
Dalziel ; Answers, Chancellor of the Exchequer.. e om i 
Loss or H.M.S. “ Victoria ”—Question, Captain Bethell : Answer, First 
Lord of the Admiralty as Ro wp ane Se om 
JupiciaL Rents 1x TRELAND—Questions, Mr. James Daly, Captain Donelan, 
Mr. Kilbride and Sir Wilfrid Lawson ; here nes Chief Secretary for 
Treland : Sse He isin 
Trish ORDNANCE ny AO iessiaiois! Mr. "Field: Answer, President of 
the Board of Agriculture ae ae Fn ea 
ILLEGAL TRAWLING ON THE IRISH CoAst— Questions, Mr. W. Field ; Answers, 
Chief Secretary for Ireland es ni es * 
WickLow Harsour—Question, Mr. W illiam Corbet t ; rameyes Secretary to 
the Treasury : = al ; Sa ‘ ash oe 
Fatat Accipents Inquiry Act "Meats aia! tb halins: Mr. John Wilson ; 
Answer, Lord Advocate i e3 el a Be? rei 
MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—-Question, Mr. Hermon-Hodge; Answer, First 
Lord of the Admiralty = sh von ban wit ste 
INTERMEDIATE Epucation IN WaALes—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Answer, Vice-President of the Council 


Seconpary Epvucation Commisston—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Answer, Vice-President of the Council rie 

Borer GOVERNMENT AND THE TRANSVAAL—Question, Sir E. ihiohishaebii Bartlett ; 
Answer, Secretary of State for the Colonies ae ve fed 

Markinc Foreign-Mape Watcnes—Question, Mr. Charles Murray ; 
Answer, President of the Board of Trade me 
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[August 20.] P 


Dutwicu Arr eee Dr. saan de Answer, Vice-President of 
the Council . ibe “a bes aes 

Irish Land Le«IsLation- ection “Mr, Tr. M. "Blealy ee Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, Chief Secretary for Ireland 

QUARTER Sessions Notices—Questions, Mr. H. C. Luttrell ; Suiaal 
Home Secretary sg ee ae a ee 

Licensinc Law AMENDMENT——Question, Sir W. Houldsworth ; Answer, 
First Lord of the Treasury Se or 32! es ae 

Want oF EmpLoymenr Commirree—Question, Mr. Herbert Aaa 
Answer, First Lord of the Treasury 

INSANITARY CONDITION oF THE Hovusk—Question, Mr. Hermon-Hadg 
Answer, First Commissioner of Works , : 

Pusiic Bustness—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. J. Dillon, aa 
Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, First Lord of the Treasury 


Limerick Exection (Joun Daty) :—Motion made— 


“That John Daly, returned as a Member for the City of Limerick, having 
been adjudge d guilty of felony and sentenced to penal servitude for life, 
and being now imprisoned under such sentence, is incapable of being 
elected or returned as a Member of this House.” —/( Attorney General) 


Amendment proposed, to leave out all the words of the Motion after 
the word “ that” in order to insert the following words :— 


‘A Select Committee be appointed to examine into all the precedents as to the 
Law of Parliament involved in the return of John Daly for the City of 
Limerick, and to report to the House the steps that ought to be taken under 
the circumstances.’’—/Mr. Harrington) 


DEBATE FOLLOWING 


Mr. John Redmond -. «394 Mr. Clancy... wen 
Mr. Speaker 390, 391, 394, 397 | Mr. Maurice Healy . ee 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 394 Mr. C.J. Darling... ove 
Mr. Parker Smith oe | ON 





Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 85.—(Division List, No. 15.) 
Main Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 256 ; Noes, 74.—(Division List, No. 16.) 


RESOLVED— 


“That John Daly, returned as a Member for the City of Limerick, having been 
adjudged guilty of felony and sentenced to penal servitude for life, and being 
now imprisoned under such sentence, is incapable of being elected or 
returned as a Member of this House.” 


CHAIRMAN OF CommiTrEEs :—Mr. James William Lowther appointed to 
take the Chair ni be ic a te i aes nas 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SOPPLY—CommirteeE :— 


Civil Services and Revenue’ Departments Estimates, 1895-6 :— 
Class I— 


£119,210 for Surveys of the United _ 
Vote agreed to 


£12,240 to complete the sum for Harbours in the United Kingdom 
and Lighthouses abroad under the Board of Trade a 
Vote agreed to ‘ 


£16,200, for Harbour of fee at Peterhead 
Amendment to reduce Vote by £100—/ Dr. Clark i 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn ; Hass 
Vote agreed to 


£121,525, for Rates on Government Property 
Vote agreed to ‘ se os 


£126,045, for Maintenance of Parks and Public Works, me in 
Trelend end pes se: oP: eas 
Vote agreed to 


Resolutions to be reported upon Thursday 
Kircnen Committee :—Resolved— 
“That a Select Committee be appointed to control the arrangements for the 
Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms in the rcs of the oe ant-at-Arms 
attending this House.” —/Sir W. Walrond) ‘ : ‘ ; 


After Debate and Division, Committee named 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 2lsr AUGUST, 1895. 


OrpDER OF Business :—Question, Mr. J. H. Dalziel; Answer, Secretary to 
the Treasury ws dea : , 


Provisional Order Bills :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 19) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments, Read 3°, and passed. Military Lands Provisional 
Order (No. 2) Bill—Reported, without Amendments, Read 3°, and 
passed. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. sn Bill— 
Reported, with Amendments, Read 3°, and passed... ‘ “ 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill—({u.L.]|—Reported, without 
Amendment, Read 3°, and passed, without Amendment. Gas Orders 
Confirmation Bill _[H. L. |—Reported, without Amendment, Read 3°, 
and passed, without Amendment. Education Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill—{u.1.]}—-Reported, with Riicsiatam 
Read 3°, and passed, with Amendments ‘ 
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[August 22.] 


Fee Funp (House or Lorps) :—Account [presented 20th August]—[No 


Law Orricers (SaLarres, &c.):—Return presented,—relative thereto 
[ordered 16th August ; Mr. Sydney Buaton].—[No. 429] 


East InpIA REVENUE Accounts :—Resolved— 


“That this House will, on Wednesday next, resolve itself into the said Com- 
mittee.”"—/(Lord George Hamilton) 


QUESTION. 


CuRrIsTIAN Broruers’ Scuoors—Question, Mr. Clancy; Answer, Chief 
Secretary for Ireland bid 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SUPPLY—Commirrer :— 
Civil Services and Revenue Departments Estimates, 1895-6 :— 
Class [I— 


£40,050 for the Department of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs 
Amendment to reduce Vote by £1 ,000. a Ur. Fl ynn ) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Vote agreed to 


£42,495, for necessary. payments under the Tramways and Public 
Companies (Ireland) Act, 1883, and the Light Railways 
(Ireland) Acts, 1889 and 1893 . iv. 
Amendment to reduce Vote = £17, 717. 7 Mr. Strachey) 
Amendment negatived . 
Vote agreed to ... te: 
Resolutions to be repor ted ‘To-morrow 


Ways anp Means :—Committee deferred till Friday ... aide ae vee 


TEMPORARY CHAIRMEN :—Nomination by Mr. Speaker (from Votes) Ay 


LORDS: THURSDAY, 22np AUGUST 1895. 


Rott or tHE Lorps :—Laid on the Table; the same was ordered to be 
printed.—_[No. 6]... Ac sh am sas fea eee see 


Mercnant Suiprine Act, 1894 :—Return presented of all ships ordered by 
the Board of Trade or its officers to be provisionally detained as 
unsafe.—[C.-7491] . ae seb eee ove ove eee eee 


Boiter Exp osions :—Report to the Secretary of the Board of Trade upon 
the working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890 ; presented.— 
[C-7489] ... ees vee See “We fe ose ase “Fy 
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Provisional Order Bills :— 

Brine Pumping (Compensation for Subsidence) Provisional Order Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—Read 2*, and Committed ... 

Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 15) Bill—Read 2*, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—Re 24, and 
committed ; 


Local Government Provisional Ordees (No. 17) Bill ; baie Getennistliin 
Provisional Orders (No. i8) Bill—Read 2", and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next ‘ 

Local Government Provisional Order (Ho. 19) Bill—[No. 7; Soul 
Government Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—{No. 8]; Military 
Lands Provisional Order — 2) — ee from the 
Commons; read l* ... cm 

Education Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill—[u. ave 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments - 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill—[".1.], and Gas pees Cater 
tion Bill—{1.1.]:—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, AUGUST 22np 1895. 


Norte GALWay anp Sourn Kerry Exvecrions:—Mr. Speaker read a 
letter from Mr. Denis Kilbride, returned for North Galway and South 
Kerry, stating that he made his election to serve for North Galway 


Loss or Lire avr Sea: Ber x — of Return.—(Mr. Ritchie i 
[No. 430] “ 


East Inpia (KyrTHat) »-shiiin Pan Rosson of Correspondence. —/( Mr. 
Kimber ) e 


DISPARITIES IN PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES pe Kimber iia for a 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY—Commirtre :— 


Civil Service and Revenue Departments Estimates, 1895-6. 
Class IT.— 


£104,748 for the Board of Trade and Subordinate ik pase : 
Vote agreed to 


£21,000 for Mercantile Maitis F il (Grant in Aid) 
Vote agreed to ‘ 
£16 for the Bankruptcy Department of the ‘Board of = on 
Vote agreed to... sf Fie se pak 
£64,029 for the Board of Aghiiinans 
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Motion to Report Progress.—( Mr. 7. M. Healy "oe 
Motion agreed to ; Resolutions to be reported on Monday next 
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“That Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland to 

make out a new Writ for the Borough of Dublin (St. Stephen’s Green Divi- 

sion), in the room of William Kenny, Esquire, Q.C., Her Ms tite 8 
Solicitor-General for Ireland.”—/Sir WV’. Walrond) : 

After short Debate, the House divided :—For the Motion, M4: against, 
21.—(Division List, No. 20) ... ie ; - s 


LORDS : MONDAY, 26TH AUGUST 1895, 
War OFFICE RE-ORGANISATION :—Statement by Secretary of State fer War 


Provisional Order Bills— 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Committed toa 
Committee of the whole House on Friday next ; Education Provi- 

sional Order Confirmation (London) — Bill—{n..|—Commons 
Amendments considered (according to Order), and agreed to 
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: ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
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3 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill:—Motion made— 
: “That this Bill be now read 22.”’ we as 
: DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 
; Mr. Caldwell ... 1568 Secretary of State for the 
Lord Advocate ... . 1570 Colonies 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 1571 Under Secretary For eign Affairs 
[Mr. Speaker .. ... 1572] Major Rasch 
Mr. Gibson Bow is ac SOO 
Bill read 2°, and committed for To-morrow. 


Public Offices (Acquisition of Site) Bill :—Read 3°, and passed 
East Inp1A REVENUE Accounts—CHITRAL :-—Debate on Motion— 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.’’ 


Sir Henry Fowler ..- 1582 Secretary of State for India 
[ Mr. Radcliffe Cooke— Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Speaker... ... 1589] 


INDIAN TAXATION. 
Amendment proposed :— 

“That this House views with apprehension the continual increase in the burdens 
of Indian taxpayers, caused by the annexation or military occupation of large 
areas of unproductive territory on the land frontier of British India.’’— 
(Mr. J. M. Maclean) 


DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 


Mr. M. M. Bhownaggree 1617 Sir Charles Dilke 
Secretary of State for Sir W. Wedderburn 
ay bs : ... 1618 Sir Andrew Scoble 

Sir Harcourt .-- 1629 Sir H. Fowler... 


Question put :— 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” : 
The House divided :—Ayes, 137 ; Noes, 28.—(Division List, No. 38)... 


IMPORT DUTIES ON INDIAN COTTON, 


Mr. Ph lip Stanhope ... 1646 Secretary of State for India 
Mr. G. Whiteley... ... 1653 Mr. R. Ascroft 

Mr. Frederick Cawley :.. 1658 Mr. H. J. Whiteley 

Mr. A. Wylte ... .-. 1659 


Question put, and agreed to a he ce 
(In the Committee), Motion made and Question proposed :— 

‘That it appears, by the Accounts laid before this House, that the total Revenue 
of India for the year ending the 31st day of March 1894, was Rx.90,565,214 ; 
that the total Expenditure in India and in England charged against the 
Revenue was Rx.92,112,212; and there was an Excess of Expenditure over 
Revenue of Rx.1,546,988, and that the Capital Outlay on Railways and 
Irrigation Works was Rx.3,621,252."’ —(Lord George Hamilton) 


First Lord of the Treasury... 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again on Wednesday 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill :—- Read 3°, and passed 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) Amendment Bill :—Considered in Committee, and 


reported, without Amendment; read 3°, and passed 
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Viscount Clifden ... we LOUD Lord Chancellor 
Read 2°; Committee negatived ; read 3°, and passed 
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Lord Chancellor 
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Gas UNpbERTAKINGs :—Return presented ‘ sie 
Gas Unperrakines (Loca, AutoritiEs) :—Return presented ‘ 
OccUPATIONS OF THE PEOPLE (ENGLAND AND WALEs) :—Return presented 


H.R.H. Tue Duke or Campripak (APPOINTMENT AS COMMANDER-IN- 
CuikF) :—Return presented 


QUESTIONS. 
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Secretary for Ireland oa os a? site xis : 

STaTisticAL DEPARTMENT, Custom Hovuse—Question, Mr. E. ia 
Answer, Secretary to the Treasury J 

CoURT-MARTIAL AT PortsmMoUTH—Question, Mr. eS Clough ; ; Answer, 
First Lord of the Admiralty oe rds ‘ib. ; ‘ es 

Army Pension—Question, Mr. J. O’Kelly ; en Financial Becieaiey to 
the War Office : we <n os 

Prisons Conrre— Questions Mr. E H. Pickersgill ; Answers, Home 
Secretary bs a ve , 

Royat Horse ARTILLERY, hs lle Tia” Mr. J. H. Dalziel ; 
Answers, Under Secretary for War ce +e aed ‘ 

Navy Foop Suppry—Question, Mr. John as Answer, First Lord 
of the Admiralty - $e éo5 3 ay 

APPOINTMENT AS COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF (DUKE OF Canned 
Mr. J. Lowther ; Answer, Under Secretary for War : : 

Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, Secretary to the 

Treasury 


Question, 
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SITTINGS oF THE HovussE :—Resolved— 


“That this Honse do meet To-morrow at Ten of the Clock.” — (Seeretary to the 
Treasury) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Consolidated Fund  - 2 omens Bill :--Considered in Committee and dine 


to be read 3° to-morrow : a 
East InpIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS ae Sree in Cinaisibiaan 
Question again proposed— 

“ That it appears, by the Accounts laid before this House, that the Total Revenue 
of India for the year ending the 31st day of March 1894 was Rx.90,565,214 ; 
that the ‘lotal Expenditure in India and in England charged against the 
Revenue was Rx.92,112,212; that there was an Excess of Expenditure over 
Revenue of Rx.1,546,998, and that the Capital Outlay on Railways and 
Irrigation Works was Rx 3,621,252."’— (Sveretary of State for India) 


DEBATE FOLLOWING :— 


Mr. James Kenyon... Js. EES Sir I, Fowler 
Amendment moved to add the following words at the end of the ques- 
ticn : a 


“ But it is to be regretted that these accounts are inaccurate and misleading as 


regards the net amount of public debt incurred.”—/Sir WW. Wedderburn) 
Mr. T. R. Buchanan pee 9 Secretary of State for India 
[The Chairman... 1727, 1729) Sir W. Wedderburn 
Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Buchanan ... as ee Mr. cose on 
Mr. Galloway aXe soe BORO Mr. Tomlinson 


First Lord of the Treasury 1731 Secretary of State for India 
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ERRATUM. 





Question and Answer omitted from Reports of August 26th. 


SUPPLYING WATER FOR DOMESTIC 
PURPOSES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
effect has been given to the promise 
made by the ex-President of the Board 
of Trade on 25th May last, that a circu- 
lar letter should be issued to water com- 
panies and local authorities supplying 
water for domestic purposes, and which 
was to state fully the precautions which 





should be taken to guard against the 
explosion of kitchen boilers in time of 
frost ; and, if not, when will it be 
issued ? 

Mr. RITCHIE : The matter to which 
the hon. Member refers has not been 
lost sight of at the Board of Trade, and 
steps will be taken to issue such notices 
and warnings as may be deemed desir- 
able. I think action will be more 
effective towards the approach of winter 
than at the present moment. 
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THE 





PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(Authorised Edition) 


IN THE 
FIRST SESSION or tHe PTWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT or 
THE Uwnitep Kinapom or GREAT BRITAIN ann JRELAND 
APPOINTED TO MEET Avaust 12, 1895, IN THE Firry-Nintn YEAR OF 
THE REIGN OF 
HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 


FIRST VOLUME OF THE 


MHE 
MENT of the United Kingdom 
was opened this day by Commission, 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 12th August 1898, 


Five Lords Commissioners, namely— 
The Lorp Cuance.ior (Lord Halsbury), 
Viscount Cross (Lord Privy Seal), the 
EARL OF Coventry (Master of the Buck- | 
hounds), the Ear. or Limerick (Captain 
of the Yeomen of the Guard), and Lorp | 
BaLFour (Secretary for Scotland—hbeing 
in their Robes and seated on a Form | 
placed between the Throne and the Wool- | 
sack, commanded the Yeoman Usher of | 
the Black Rod (Captain T. D. Butler), to | 
let the Commons know that “ The Lords | 
Commissioners desire their immediate | 
attendance in* this House, to hear the 
Commission read.” 





TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIA- | 


SECOND SESSION OF 1895. 


Royal Person, hath been pleased, in 
order to the opening and holding of this 
Parliament, to cause Letters Patent to 
be issued under the Great Seal, consti- 
tuting us and several other Lords therein 
named her Commissioners to do all 
things in Her Majesty’s name, on her 


| part necessary to be performed in this 
| Parliament, and this will more fully 


appear by the Letters Patent them- 


selves, which will now be read. 


Then the said Letters Patent were 
read by the Reading Clerk (the Hon. 
Stinassy Berney). And then 


Tur LORD CHANCELLOR said : 
My Lords and Gentlemen,—We have it 
in command from Her Majesty to let you 
know that Her Majesty will, as soon as 
the Members of your Houses shall be 
sworn, declare the causes of her calling 
this Parliament ; and it being necessary 
that a Speaker of the House of Commons 





The C ree eee ' shall be first chosen, it is Her Majesty’s 
e Commons being at the Bar, |pleasure that you, Gentlemen of the 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR said :| House of Commons, repair to the place 
My Lords and Gentlemen of the House | where you are to sit and there proceed 
of Commons, Her Majesty, not thinking | to the choice of some proper person to 
fit to be present here to-day in Her | be your Speaker, and that you present 
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such person whom you shall so choose 
here to-morrow at 12 o’clock for Her 
Majesty’s Royal approbation. 


Then the Commons withdrew. 


PRAYERS. 


Tue Lord Chancellor—singly, in the 
first place, took the oath at the Table. 


Certificate of the election of sixteen 
representative Peers for Scotland— 
delivered and read. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR ac- 
quainted the House that he had received 
from the Registrar in Bankruptcy of the 
High Court of Justice a certificate under 
the seal of the said Court, stating 

“ That the Right Honourable Thomas John 
Hovell Thurlow Cumming Bruce, Baron 
Thurlow, of 33, Chesham Place, in the County 
of Middlesex, and carrying on business at 
2, Tokenhouse Buildings, in the City of London, 
was adjudicated bankrupt on the 23rd day of 
July 1895.”" 

The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
Several Lords—took the Oath. 


House adjourned at Ten minutes before Four 
o'clock, till To-morrow, Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 12th August 1895. 


The House met at Two of the Clock ; 
and, it being the first day of the meeting 
of this Parliament, pursuant to a Pro- 
clamation, Sir Reginald Francis Douce 
Palgrave, K.C.B., Clerk of the House of 
Commons, and Archibald John Scott 
Milman, Esquire, C.B., and Francis 
3roxholm Grey Jenkinson, Esquire, 
Clerks Assistant, attending in the House, 
and the other Clerks attending, according 
to their duty, Kenneth Augustus Muir 
Mackenzie, Esquire, C.B., Clerk of the 
Crown in Chancery in Great Britain, 
delivered to the said Sir Reginald 
Francis Douce Palgrave, K.C.B., a Book, 
containing a list of the names of the 
Members returned to serve in this Par- 
liament. 

Several of the Members repaired to 
their Seats. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners delivered by the Yeoman 
Usher of the Black Rod (Captain T. D. 
Butler) ; 

Lord Chancellor. 
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a Speaker. 4 
The House, headed by the Clerk, 


went ;—and a Commission having been 
read for opening and holding the 
Parliament, the Lords Commissioners 
directed the House to proceed to the 
Election of a Speaker, and present him 
To-morrow, at Twelve of the Clock, in 
the House of Peers for the Royal 
Approbation. 
And the House being returned ;— 


ELECTION OF A SPEAKER. 

Sir JOHN MOWBRAY (Oxford 
University), stood up in his place and 
addressed himself to Sir Reginald 
Palgrave, the Clerk of the House, who 
standing at the Table, pointed to him, 
and sat down. 


*Sir JOHN MOWBRAY, amid 
cheers proceeding from all parts of 
the House, said : Sir Reginald 


Palgrave, in obedience to Her Majesty’s 
most gracious communicatior,; it now 
becomes the duty of the House im- 
mediately to proceed to the election 
of Speaker, and we must all rejoice 
to think that this, our first and 
most important act, is likely to be 
accomplished by this House without any 
dissentient voice. Seaport It is my 
intention to move that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member: for Carlisle, 
called to the Chair in the last Parlia- 
ment, be now chosen Speaker. [ Cheers. | 
I do so in accordance with our cherished 
traditions and our best precedents. 1 
ask you to pursue the course which the 
Government of Lord Grey adopted in 
1831 and 1833; which Sir Robert Peel 
contended for in vain in 1835, but which 
he enforced on the House in 1841 ; which 
Mr. Disraeli adhered to in 1874; and 
the Government of Lord Salisbury fol- 
lowed in 1886. Now we are all agreed 
in action to-day, and it almost seems 
unnecessary to argue the case at all. 
Yet I would like, if I may, to fortify 
myself with the authority of one who was 
described by his famous antagonist as 
“the greatest Member of Parliament that 
ever lived,” I mean Sir Robert Peel. 
In 1841 Sir Robert Peel, in an exhaus- 
tive speech, reviewed the history of our 
Speakers from Speaker Onslow in 1727 
downwards, and laid down this principle. 
Sir Robert Peel said it was not necessary 
that the person elected to the Chair who 
had conscientiously and ably performed 
his duties should be displaced because 
his political opinions were not consistent 
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with those of the majority of the House. 
But he added that that principle ought 
not to be held as an inflexible and 
invariable rule, because objection might 
be taken to re-election on the ground of 
neglect of duty or incompetency. To- 
day, I am happy to say, that rule applies 
in its full force. But no whisper of 
either of these objections, or anything 
like them, can or will be felt against 
the occupant of the Chair. [Cheers] 
There are many now present, Members 
of the last Parliament, who will recollect 
how well Mr. Gully filled the Chair. 
He presided over our Debates with 
dignity, exhibited firmness, ability, in- 
tegrity, and impartiality. He has care- 
fully studied, and is thoroughly conver- 
sant with, our Standing Orders and Rules 
of Procedure ; he is urbane, courteous, 
and accessible to every Member of 
the House. [Cheers.| He was vigilant 
and prompt—and we watched him 
closely, as he was fresh in the Chair— 
vigilant and prompt in interposing if he 
detected the approach of some storm- 
cloud, and, if I read aright, he has given 
indications of a reserve of strength and 
courageous self-assertion which the House 
of Commons expects to find in its Speaker 
when there are times of storm or 
stress. Elected by one side of the House, 
he has conducted himself so as to give 
satisfaction to both sides, and has esta- | 
blished claims on our continued confidence 
which no new candidate could possibly 
adduce. I shall ask the House, there- 
fore, to re-elect Mr. Gully to the Chair. 
In so doing you will affirm once more 
the principle of continuity in office. 
You will avail yourselves of experience 
of a man who has been “ tried” and not 
“found wanting,” and you will secure 
for an arduous post the services of one 
whose occupation of the Chair, however 
short, has for a time at least more or less 
separated him from the strife of party 
politics. Do, therefore, as your wise fore- 
fathers have done, and re-elect to the 
Chair an able and conscientious man ir- 
respective of any party consideration. 
Thus will yot emphasise the responsibili- 
ties of the Office, add to the dignity of 
the Chair, and do credit to the House 
of Commons. TI beg to move “That the 
Right Hon. William Court Gully do 
take the Chair as Speaker of this 
House.” [ Cheers. | 

*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Notts, Rush- 
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with great diflidence to second the 
Motion that has been made with unique 
authority by the right hon. Member for 
the University of Oxford. I think we 
shall all feel that it is a happy contribu- 
tion that we are making to-day to the 
re-affirmation of the best traditions of the 
House, in the unanimity with which our 
proceedings are being conducted. It is 
surely happy for us that we are about to 
re-elect, without any tremor or vibration 
of those gusts and political storms with 
which a few weeks ago most of us were 
associated, a gentleman, one of our col- 
leagues, to that great, dignified, and 
unique position which, with its high 
functions and onerous and ever-increasing 
duties, should be, as we all feel, worthily 
fulfilled and discharged. It must be a 
matter of national concern affecting 
those whom we come here to represent, 
that this should be so. Well, Sir 
Reginald Palgrave, as we who have had 
the honour of sitting here for some time, 
and as every man now a Member of the 
House will soon find, the authority of 
the Speaker, great as his position is, de- 
pends upon the widespread, I may 
almost say unwavering, conviction on 
the part of the House at large, of his 
inflexible impartiality. [Cheers.] We 
are met here in a new Parliament, and 
under all the circumstances of the case 
it is, I repeat, a happy augury that our 
proceedings should be this day without a 
jarring note. I hope therefore the 
House will not think me presumptuous, 
and, above all, I hope the Leader of the 
House will acquit me of any feeling of 
the kind if, speaking on this side and 
not one of his supporters, and speaking, 
if I may presume to do so, on behalf of 
this side of the House, I may express to 
him our pleasure and satisfaction at the 
course which he (whom we recognise as 
the raster of many legions in this Par- 
menz) has taken on this occasion. 
[Cheers.| We acknowledge that the 
right hon. Gentleman possesses all the 
attributes which go to make up a great 
Leader of the House of Commons. We 
feel that in the course he has thought 
fit to take he has, if possible, added to 
those attributes another claim to our 
consideration as Leader of the House. 
But, Sir Reginald Palgrave, it is not 
only an auspicious omen and happy 
augury for the position of our Speaker 
that we should place my _ right 
hon. Friend below me in the Chair 
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without a dissentient voice, but I ven- | my sense of the honour that has been 
ture to think—and I am sure I shall be | conferred upon me by being proposed for 
pardoned for making allusion to it—it is | a second time to occupy the Chair, and 


a remarkable tribute to the character 
and qualifications of the right hon. | 
Gentleman whose name is before the | 
House. It is only a few short weeks 


since we saw the right hon. Member for | 


Carlisle called to that Chair— some- 
what unexpectedly,” to use his own 
words—to succeed that dignified 
personality whose memory is fresh with 
us—one of the great Speakers of the 
century. The right hon. Baronet op- 
posite, who made this Motion, alluded to 
the watchfulness of the House at large 
over the occupant of the Chair. T will 
not say there beats on the Chair a 
fierce light, but it is undoubtedly 
bathed by an intense light which has 
in it the elements of close observa- 
tion, now and again of curiosity, some- 
times even of criticism, which is more 
powerful because unspoken. But we 
saw transparent honesty of purpose, 
patient assiduity, urbane firmness, per- 
fect impartiality, and an inbred and 


most winning courtesy of manner, 
have the effect such qualities will 


always have on the generous sympathy 
of the House of Commons. Mr. Gully 
emerged from that ordeal not only un- 
scathed but with an increased reputation, 


| 


and the motion which is made by the | 


right hon. Gentleman to-day is a tribute 


to my right hon. Friend. — [‘Hear, 
hear!”] It is because, Sir Reginald 


Palgrave, I am satisfied, and I know that 
satisfaction is shared by the House at 


large, that in the right hon. Member for | 
Carlisle we have found a man who will | 


preserve unimpaired our undoubted 
rights and liberties, who will uphold that 
high standard of public honour which is 


the only secure foundation of our Parlia- | 


mentary power, who will. maintain our 
authority, and who will preserve, day by 


day, in our midst, our best traditions of | 
and the legitimate 


mutual courtesy, dignity, and order, that 
I beg most respectfully and earnestly to 
second the motion that the Right Hon. 
William Court Gully do take the Chair 
as our Speaker. [ Cheers. | 
The House unanimously calling him 
to the Chair, 
*Mr. 


|of any Speaker. 


WILLIAM COURT GULLY (arise, 


| [ ‘Hear, hear !” 


especially by being proposed from both 
sides of the House. I am well aware— 
no one knows better than I—that I owe 
the latter distinction to considerations 
which are by no means merely personal ; 


but I hope that at least I may take it as 


an indication that the House believes 
that during my short tenure of the 
Chair I have faithfully striven to dis- 
charge its duties and to uphold its tra- 


ditions. [Cheers.| I must tender my 
best thanks to the right hon. Baronet 


opposite, and to my hon. Friend near me, 


for undertaking the task of bringing 
this motion before the House, and also 


for the terms, the far too flattering terms, 
in which they have been good enough to 
speak of me personally. I know “that 
the courtesy for which the fight hon. 
Baronet is so distinguished would 
naturally induce him to “paint me in too 
favourable colours to the House, but I 
hope that the House—though I admit 
that I have been painted in these too 
favourable colours—will not think it un- 
becoming in me if I express the gratifi- 
cation I feel in receiving commendation 
from the mouth of one who is so old and 
justly honoured a Member. of the House. 
] Both of my hon. friends 
have been good enough to speak of me 
as having been impartial in the Chair. 
To my mind, to be impartial is the least 
difticult, as it is the first and most im- 
portant, duty of a Speaker. But to 
appear impartial at all moments and to 
all sections of the House is something 
which is, I am afraid, beyond the powers 
Occasions must arise, 
especially since the House has imposed 
upon the Speaker the onerous and delicate 
duty of adjusting and controlling, by the 


administration of the Closure, the 
respective claims of the legitimate 


force of the majority on the one hand, 
resistance of the 
minority on the other—occasions must, 


under such circumstances, arise when the 
House will be disposed to find fault— 


|some parts or sections of it, at least— 


with the occupant of the Chair. I hope 
'that, if such an occasion should ever 
T shall be able to observe with 


(Carlisle), rose from his seat, on the | equanimity those feelings on the part of 
Opposition side, amid general cheering, jhon. Members or sections of this House. 
and said :—Sir Reginald Palgrave, it will 
be impossible for me to express in words 


Mr. John Ellis. 


I shall always be content to look forward 
for my vindication to the ultimate verdict 
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of the House upon my general conduct | 


in the Chair, and to that spirit of fair- 
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Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
shire, W.): I think the House will anti- 


a Speaker. 


ness, justice, and good sense which always | cipate that we, on this side of the House, 
has distinguished this House in its) should desire to associate ourselves with 


relation to the. Chair. 
House for the honour it proposes to do 
me, and I humbly submit myself to its 
wishes. [ Cheers. | 

The House again unanimously calling 
him to the Chair, Mr. Gully was taken 
out of his place by the said Sir John 
Mowbray and the said Mr. John Ellis, 
and conducted to the Chair. 

*Mr. SPEAKER - ELECT, standing 
on the lower step of the Chair, said : 
From this place I beg to tender my 


grateful acknowledgments to the House | 


for the high honour it has done me, and 
for the confidence it has been pleased to 
place in me. I trust I shall always de- 
serve that support of the House which 
is the sole source of all the powers I 
possess, and I earnestly trust that neither 
the interests of the House nor the 
authority of the Chair will ever suffer in 
my hands. [ Cheers. | 

And then the Mace, which before lay 
under the Table, was laid upon the Table 
by the Serjeant-at-Arms (Mr. H. D. 


Erskine). Then— 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 


chester, E.), rising amid loud cheers, 
said: Sir, it is now my duty, my most 
pleasant duty, to congratulate you, in 
the name of the House, on your unani- 
mous election to the great office which 


you fill, We look to you, Sir, with 
confidence, as the guardian of our 


liberties and the trustee of our traditions. 
We feel a perfect assurance in your im- 
partiality. 


majority justice. We are confident that 
the great tradition which puts the 


Speakership of the British Parliament 


above party and beyond it will be main- 
tained, and fully maintained, while you 
occupy that Chair. [‘ Hear!”] Sir, I 
congratulate you in the name of all those 
for whom I have a right to speak ; nay, I 
think I may say, in the name of the whole 
House. [{* Hear, hear!”| We wish 
you an honourable tenure of your great 
office, and a period of calm and peace 


—|/aughter|—confident, however, that | 
whatever may betide we shall not have | 


rested our choice upon one unworthy to 
do it honour. | Cheers, and Dr. TANNER : 
“ What about the Carlisle election ?”] 


We know that in you the| 
minority will find protection and the 


I thank the| the congratulations which have been so 


happily offered to you by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. The proposer and 
the seconder have referred to that tradi- 
tion which for more than half a century 
has placed the election of the Speaker of 
the House of Commons out of the region 
of party warfare. That tradition has 
happily been re-inforced upon this occa- 
sion, and from the peculiar circumstances 
of the case will receive greater strength 
even than it has had before. [ Hear, 
hear !”] We have had, it is true, a brief 
experience of your tenure of the Chair, 
but it has been sufficient to assure us all 
that you possess those high qualities 
which we have been taught to look for 
in the Speaker of the House of Com- 
mons, who fills the most eminent place 
in the public life of this country. 
[“ Hear, hear!”|] We have had occa- 
sion to observe, as has been well said, 
the dignity, courtesy, and firmness with 
which you have exercised the duties of 
your office, and we feel assured that 
those qualities will distinguish you in 
maintaining your great position. As it 
is the first duty, so I am quite sure it 
will be the highest pleasure, of all over 
whom you preside to follow your guid- 
ance and to maintain your authority. 
The House of Commons makes the 
Speaker what he is, but the Speaker 
takes no small part in making the House 
of Commons what it ought to be. 
[Cheers.] I am sure I speak the senti- 
ments of every man now present in this 
House when I wish you health and 
strength long to fulfil the duties of the 
great vocation to which you are called, 
and, I hope, in that period of calm 
which the right hon. Gentleman antici- 
pates. [Cheers and laughter. | 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY moved: “That this House do 
now adjourn.” 

*Mr. SPEAKER-ELECT thereupon 
put the Question, which, being agreed 
to— 

The House adjourned accordingly 
until To-morrow, and Mr. Speaker-Elect 
went away without the Mace before 
him, 


House adjourned at a quarter before Three 
{ o’clock until Twelve o’clock To-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 13th August 1895. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


The Lords Commissioners—namely, 

The Lorp CuanceLior (Lord Halsbury), | 
The Ear or Latnom (Lord Chamberlain), 
The Eart or Coventry (Master of the 
3uckhounds), Lorp AsHBouRNE (Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland), and Lorp 
BaLrour (Secretary for Scotland)— 
being in their Robes, and seated on a 
Form placed between the Throne and the 
Woolsack, commanded the Yeoman | 
Usher of the Black Rod to let the 
Commons know that—-“ The Lords Com- | 
missioners desire their immediate attend- 
ance in this House.” 


And the Commons being at the Bar :-— 
fo] 


SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS 
PRESENTED AND APPROVED. 
*Tue Rigur Honouraste WILLIAM | 
COURT GULLY, Speaker-Elect, said ‘| 
My Lords, T have to acquaint your 
Lordships that, in obedience to Her 
Majesty’s commands, Her Majesty’s 
most faithful Communs have, in the 
exercise of their undoubted rights and 
privileges, proceeded to the election of a 
Speaker, and that their choice has fallen 
upon myself. I now present myself at 
your Lordships’ Bar, and submit myself 
with all humility to Her Majesty’s 

gracious approbation. 


Then— 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR said : 


Mr. Gully, we are commanded to assure 
you that Her Majesty is so fully sensible 
of your zeal in the public service, and 
your ample sufficiency to exercise the 
arduous duties which her faithful Com- 
mons have selected you to discharge, that 
she does most readily approve and con- 
firm you as their Speaker. 
Then— 

*Mr. SPEAKER said: My Lords, I 
submit myself with all humility to Her 
Majesty’s gracious commands. And, 
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my Lords, it is now my duty, in the 
name and on behalf of the Commons of 
the United Kingdom, to lay claim, by 
humble petition to Her Majesty, to all 
their ancient and undoubted rights and 
privileges ; specially to freedom of speech 
in debate, to freedom from arrest, and 
above all, to free access to Her Majesty 
whenever occasion shall require, and that 
the most favourable construction may be 
put upon all their proceedings. As to 
myself, I pray that if, in the discharge 
of my duty, I should inadvertently fall 
into any error, it may be imputed to 
myself alone, and not to Her Majesty’s 
most faithful Commons. 

Then— 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR said: 
Mr. Speaker, we have it further in com- 
mand to inform you that Her Majesty 
does most readily confirm all the rights 
and privileges which have ever been 
granted to or conferred upon the Com- 
mons by any of her Royal predecessors. 
With respect to yourself, Sir, though 
Her Majesty is sensible that you stand 
in no need of such assurance, Her 
Majesty will ever put the most favour- 
able construction upon your words and 
actions. 


the Lords. 


Then the Commons withdrew. 
House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


ROLL OF THE LORDS. 

Garter King of Arms (Sir Albert 
Woods) attending, delivered at the 
Table (in the usual manner) a list of 
the Lords Temporal in the First Session 
of the Twenty-sixth Parliament of the 
United Kingdom. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


The Right Hon. Henry Thurston, 
Lord Knutsford, G.C.M.G., having been 
created Viscount Knutsford, of Knuts- 
ford, in the county palatine of Chester, 
was (in the usual manner) introduced. 


The Right Hon. Henry Matthews 
having been created Viscount Llandaff, 
of Hereford, in the county of Hereford 
was (in the usual manner) introduced. 
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The Right Hon. Sir Henry Brougham 
Loch, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., having been 
created Baron Loch, of Drylaw, in the 
county of Midlothian, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 


Sydney James Stern, Esquire, having 
been created Baron Wandsworth, of 
Wandsworth, in the county of London, 
was (in the usual manner) introduced. 


House adjourned at Ten minutes past 
Four o’clock, to Thursday next, 
Two o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Tuesday, 13th August 1895. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


The House being met, and Mr. 
Speaker-Elect having taken the Chair, 
a Message was delivered by the Yeoman 
Usher of the Black Rod, as followeth :— 


“Mr. Spraker,—The Lords, authorised by 
virtue of Her Majesty’s Commission, desire the 
immediate attendance of this Honourable House 
in the House of Peers.” 


Accordingly, Mr. SpeaKkerR-ELEct, 
with the House, went up to the House 
of Peers, where he was presented to the 
said Lords Commissioners for the Royal 
Approbation. 


The LORD CHANCELLOR, one of 
the said Lords Commissioners, signified 
Her Majesty’s Approbation of Mr. 
Speaker-Elect. 


The House being returned, 


*Mr. SPEAKER said : I have to report 
that, in the House of Peers, Her Ma- 
jesty, by her Lords Commissioners, has 
been pleased to signify her gracious 
approval of the choice which you have 
made of me as your Speaker. I have 
also to report that I then, in your name 
and on your behalf, laid claim by humble 
petition to Her Majesty to all your 
ancient and undoubted rights and privi- 
leges—especially to freedom of speech in 
debate, freedom from arrest, and free 
access to Her Majesty whenever occasion 
may require, and that the most 





favourable construction be put upon 
all your proceedings—all of which 
Her Majesty, through her Commis- 
sioners, was pleased to confirm and 
allow in as full and ample a manner as 
the same have ever been granted or con- 
firmed by herself or by any of Her 
Majesty’s Royal predecessors. I have 
now again to make my grateful acknow- 
ledgments to the House for the honour 
done to me in placing me again in this 
Chair, and to assure it of my complete 
devotion to its service. It is now my 
duty to remind hon. Members that their 
first duty in the House is to take the 
oath of allegiance in the form required 
by law, and perhaps the House will 
allow me, as some confusion has arisen 
at times from too great a number of 
Members crowding to the Table at once 
to take the Oath, whereas the accommo- 
dation for that purpose is limited— 
perhaps the House will allow me to 
suggest that hon. Members should act 
in conformity with the suggestion made 
in the paper laid on the Benches of the 
House and that not more than five 
Members should come to the Table at 
once for the purpose of being sworn. I 
think that will greatly facilitate the 
speed and the order of the proceedings. 


And thereupon, Mr. Speaker, first 
alone, standing upon the upper step of 
the Chair, took and subscribed the Oath. 


Then other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath ; other Members made 
and subscribed the Affirmation required 


by law. 


At Two of the Clock, the Sitting was 
suspended. 


On the return of Mr. SPEAKER, other 
Members took and subscribed the Oath, 
or made and subscribed the Aftirmation 
required by law. 

At half-past Three o’clock, 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8S.) 
moved, “That the House do now ad- 
journ.” 

Mr. SPEAKER said that perhaps the 


hon. Member would withdraw the 
Motion for the present. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at Four o’clock till 
Twelve o’clock to-morrow. 





{COMMONS} 


At half-past Three o’clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. Tne PATRONAGE SECRETARY 
‘ro tae TREASURY (Sir W. H. 
Wednesd 4th August 1895. 

money, 144 Rage 1600 Watronp, Devon, Tiverton), moved 
“That the House do now adjourn.” He 
Pa said that it might be convenient to hon. 


Members who had not yet taken the 





The House met at Twelve of the | Oath that it should be made known that 
Clock. |Mr. Speaker had kindly consented to 


/resume the Chair to-morrow at a quarter 


sre peane other Members took and 'sab- | before Four o’clock, in order to enable 
scribed the Oath. 


| such Members to present themselves at 


At half-past One o’clock the sitting ies Table to be sworn. 
| 
On the return of Mr. SprAKER, other | 


was suspended. 
House adjourned at Half-past 

Three o’clock until Two 
Members took and subscribed the Oath. | o'clock To-morrow. 
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“T deeply regret to say that most 
atrocious outrages upon a body of English 
~ Missionaries have been reported from the 
HOUSE OF LORDS. province of Fukien, in China. In reply 

Thursday, 15th August 1895 to earnest representations addressed to 

the Chinese Government by my direc- 

wast Cet tions, active measures, which I trust will 

[prove effective, are being taken for the 

The House met at Two of the Clock, | punishment of the murderers and of all 

| persons who are in any degree respon- 
sible for these crimes. 





Prayers—Read by the Lord Chan- 


cellor (Lord Halsbury). 
( y) ‘‘Tnternal troubles have broken out in 


Then Five of the Lords Commissioners | the Armenian districts of Asiatic Turkey, 
—namely, the Lorp CHANCELLOR, Vis-| and have been attended with horrors 
count Cross (Lord Privy Seal), the) which have moved the indignation of the 
Duke or Portiaxp (Master of the| Christian nations of Europe generally, 


Horse), the Eart or Larnom (Lord! t 
Sunline and Lorp Barvoun| 24 of my people especially. My Am- 


(Secretary for Scotland)—being in their | bassador and the Ambassadors of the 
Robes, and seated on a Form placed Emperor of Russia and of the President 
between the Throne and the Woolsack, | of the French Republic, acting together, 
commanded the Yeoman Usher of the | |have suggested to the Government of 


Black Rod (Captain T. D. Butler) to let) the Sultan the reforms which, in their 
the Commons know that— 





“opinion, are necessary to prevent a recur- 
“The Lords Commissioners desire their im-| rence of constant disorder. These pro- 
mediate attendance in this House to hear the | - 
Comtinitiin veal” | Posals are now being considered by His 
The ; i Imperial Majesty the Sultan, and T am 
ve Commons being at the Bar— anxiously awaiting his decision. 
“A Resolution has been passed by 
THE QUEEN’S SPEECH. both Houses of Parliament of my Colony 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR deli-|°f the Cape of Good Hope, proposing 
vered Her Masesty’s Sprecn to both | that the adjacent Crown Colony of 
Houses of Parliament, as followeth :—- | British Bechuanaland should be incor- 
porated with the Cape Colony. I have, 
‘in reply, signified my willingness to con- 

“The communications which I receive | sider favourably an Act passed for that 
from Foreign Powers assure me of the) purpose, prov ided it contains proper 
continuance of their goodwill. T am | safeguards for my interests and for those 
happy to say that no international com- o¢ my native subjects, especially in the 
plication has arisen in any quarter which |matter of their lands, the liquor traffic, 
is calculated to endanger the peace of) 14 the maintenance of their own system 


Europe. of justice. 
“The war between China and Japan, 


which was in progress at the opening of 
the last Session, has been brought to a 
conclusion by a peace, which I trust will 
be enduring. I have observed a strict’ 
neutrality during the war, and have 
taken no action in respect to it except 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“T have received satisfactory assur- 
ances on these points, and an Act has 
been passed by the Cape Parliament 
which I have every reason to expect will 
be found to fulfil my requirements. 


“ (fentlemen of the House of Commons, 


such as appeared to me likely to be ‘The Estimates for the service of the 
favourable to the termination of hos- year, which were not voted in the last 
tilities. Parliament, will be laid before you. 
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“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 

“At this season of the year it will 
probably be found more convenient to 
defer to another Session the consideration 
of any important legislative measures 
except those which are necessary to 
provide for the administrative charges 
of the year.” 


Then the Commons withdrew. 
House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR §ac- 
quainted the House that the Clerk of 
the Parliaments had received (by post) 
from the Lord Clerk Register of Scot- 
land, Minutes of the Meeting held on 
the 24th day of July last of the Peers of 
Scotland for the election of their Repre- 
sentatives to sit and vote in the ensuing 
Parliament of the United Kingdom ; and 
also, Return by the Lord Clerk Register 
of Scotland concerning Titles of Peerages 
called at the said Meeting, in right of 
which respectively no vote had been 
received and counted for 50 years last 
past as at the date of the said Meeting. 


Ordered, that the said Minutes of 
Election, &c., be printed.—{No. 1.] 

Several Lords took the Oath. 

The Right Hon. Robert Offley Ash- 
burton, Lord Houghton, having been 
created Earl of Crewe, of Crewe, in the 


county palatine of Chester, was (in the 
usual manner) introduced. 


SELECT VESTRIES. 


Bill pro forma read 1*.—( Marquess of 
Salisbury.) 


THE QUEEN’S SPEECH. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


The QueEN’s SpeEcH reported by the 
LORD CHANCELLOR. 

THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH 
(who wore the uniform of the Oxford- 
shire Yeomanry and who was received 


Lord Chancellor. 
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with cheers) said : I rise to move that an 
humble Address of thanks be presented 
to Her Most Gracious Majesty the Queen 
in reply to her Speech from the Throne, 
and in the task that lies before me I beg 
that your Lordships will grant me that 
consideration which has ever been the 
traditional attitude of your Lordships to 
anyone addressing you for the first time, 
especially one like myself, so inexperi- 
enced in public life. I plead for a full 
measure of your Lordships’ confidence 
from the fact that I am addressing the 
House under somewhat’ peculiar circum- 
stances, The concluding paragraph of 
Her Majesty’s Gracious Speech intimates 
that it will be considered more advisable 
to defer until another Session the con- 
sideration of Legislative Measures except 
those which provide for the administra- 
tive charges for the year, and although 
its wisdom is incontestable, such a course 
places my noble Friend aud myself 
somewhat at a disadvantage, as it 
deprives us of at least half the material 
from which to frame an Address to your 
Lordships. [“ Hear, hear!”] But, in 
spite of the fact that those measures 
which they might assume Her Majesty’s 
Ministers had in contemplation are 
absent from Her Majesty’s Speech, I 
think I might state without fear of con- 
tradiction that Parliament has never 
reassembled under more hopeful and 
interesting circumstances. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] The country will notice with 
satisfaction that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is composed of the represen- 
tatives of both wings of the great 
Unionist party. The success of their 
united efforts in Opposition justifies the 
confident anticipation that those efforts 
will be equally successful now that the 
responsibilities of office are shared by 
both wings of the Party, [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
In the first place, we learn from Her 
Majesty’s Speech that her relations with 
Foreign Powers are such as to justify 
a belief in the continuation of their 
good will, and, whatever diplomatic diffi- 
culties might suggest themselves by the 
course of events in any part of the world, 
no complications have arisen calculated to 
in any way endanger the general peace of 
Europe. Your Lordships will readily 
concur in that portion of Her Majesty’s 
Speech which refers to the recent war 
between China and Japan. The cessa- 
tion of hostilities, the prospect of an 


Answer to Her 














21 Majesty's Most 


enduring peace, and the skill with which 
Her Majesty’s Ministers have succeeded 
in evading any entanglements, and in 
contributing to bring about the cessation 
of hostilities, are matters of satisfaction 
to your Lordships. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
The struggle has been one which we in 
this country cannot look upon with 
indifference. It has brought home to 
us the immense importance of naval 
strength in the rivalry of nations 
[‘‘Hear, hear!”], and of the overwhelming 
superiority of that Power which took 
the precaution to supply itself with 
armaments and ships of the latest type 
and the most modern pattern over that 
country which neglected such precau- 
tions. [‘ Hear, hear!”] Itis impossible 
to refer to China without being painfully 
reminded of the terrible events which 
have befallen English Missionaries in 
that country, and it will be for Her 
Majesty’s Ministers to discover how far 
the acts were the chance acts of barbar- 
ism or formed part of a widespread con- 
spiracy to drive European residents out 
of China. It will also be part of the 
duty of Her Majesty’s Ministers to 
decide whether those acts have been 
connived at and facilitated by persons 
in responsible positions. They left the 
matter in the hands of the noble Mar- 
quess feeling sure that he will know 
what reparation is due, and how best to 
effectually prevent a recurrence of the 
abominable outrage. [“ Hear, hear !”] 
But, horrible as those incidents are, they 
sink into insignificance in comparison 
with those which Her Gracious Majesty 
made mention of in the next paragraph 
of her Speech. I allude to the recent 
atrocities in Armenia. Her Majesty 
used no extravagant phrase when she de- 
clared that those incidents have provoked 
the indignation and abhorrence of the 
wholeof thecivilised world, and especially 
of the inhabitants of this country. But 
though it might not be fair to judge a 
semi-civilised State by a State of Western 
Europe, we have a right to expect that 
Her Majesty’s Government, in concert 
with those two European Powers who 
have associated themselves with us in 
the cause of good government and 
humanity, will insist that the engage- 
ments entered into by the Porte for the 
better government of those Provinces of 
the Ottoman Empire shall not be ignored. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] And the convictions 
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which influenced Her Majesty’s Minis- 
ters to interfere in the affairs of the 
Porte applies equally to those portions of 
the Mahomedan as well as the Christian 
subjects who have been the victims of 
misrule and oppression, and who are 
equally entitled to our sympathy and 
support. [Cheers.] This is in no way a 
Party question. [ Hear, hear!”] That 
venerable Statesman who has recently 
emerged from his retirement to address 
the public upon the subject with so 
much vigour and eloquence, has ex- 
pressed in his inimitable words the senti- 
ments of those persons whose attention 
has been drawn to the sad_ events. 
{Hear, hear!” There is a matter 
which has not been thought worthy of 
special mention in Her Majesty’s Gra- 
cious Speech, but no doubt your Lord- 
ships have noticed with pleasure para- 
graphs in the daily Press to the effect 
that a boundary line separating our 
sphere of influence in the Pamirs from 
that of Russia is being demarcated. No 
doubt the solution of this old misunder- 
standing will remove the friction that 
has been so long the cause of some em- 
barrassment to the Governors of both 
countries. Closely connected with this 
subject is that of Chitral, the recent 
scene of military operations, in which we 
have noticed with pride and natural 
pleasure the magnificent courage and 
skill displayed by the English forces in 
the face of overwhelming difficulties. 
[Cheers.| It is thought that the reten- 
tion of our possession of Chitral will 
involve too heavy a strain upon the 


finances of India and upon the 
military resources of that country, 
already barely sufficient for the 
calls that they have to meet. It is satis- 


factory that a closer examination of the 
subject has convinced Her Majesty’s 
Ministers on the one hand of the impos- 
sibility of maintaining our influence in 
Chitral, unless a British Agent be main- 
tained there, supported by an adequate 
British force, and, on the other hand, 
that the difficulties of insuring the safety 
of such a force and of providing a proper 
line of communication from Chitral to 
the boundary lines of India, through the 
tribal countries lying to the south of 
Chitral are not so difficult as at first 
anticipated. I think it would have been 
a source of great regret to the inhabitants 
of this country if it had been decided to 
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precipitately abandon possessions won by ; the persons who are associated with one 


such heroic efforts. [“‘ Hear, hear!”] Your | 


lordships might have noticed that there 
is a total absence from Her Majesty’s 


Speech of mention of Ireland ; but I feel | 


sure that you will not suppose that that 
is due to any want of feeling on the part 
of her Majesty’s Ministers as to the 
importance of the administration of the 
affairs of that country. I think it is a 
matter of congratulation to your lordships 
that so able and distinguished a member 
of your House as the noble Earl (Earl 
Cadogan) will represent Her Majesty in 
Dublin. 
noble Ear! will be supported by a Chief 
Secretary who will prove himself to be a 
worthy successor in that form of concilia- 
tory policy which marked the progress 
of the last Unionist Administration. 
Unionist antipathy to Home Rule does 
not imply indifference to the social, 
political, and industrial welfare of 
the population of that country. 
present Leader of the House of Com- 
mons, when [Irish Secretary, 
that he could administer the affairs of 
Ireland in such a manner as to confer 
solid benefits upon the population of 
that country, and in no small degree to 
earn the measure of their goodwill. We 
may look forward to a continuance of 
that policy by an extension of the rail- 
way system, by a removal of those 
defects which experience teaches us 
exists in the land laws; and it is to be 
hoped that the facilitation of the purchase 
of land at some future day may form 
part of the programme of Her Majesty’s 
Ministers. There is another subject 
which, there is reason to hope, will 
engage the attention of Her Majesty’s 
Ministers during the recess, and that 
is tho subject of agriculture. The 
friends of agriculture do not expect 
any special immunity from taxation, 
but they may be forgiven if they urge 


\“ Hear, hear!”| Doubtless the | 


The | 


proved | 


| 


that a time when agriculture is labouring | 


under a struggle for existence should 
not be chosen for placing upon them 
new and crushing burdens more severe 


of the most important industries of the 
country. It must be admitted that 
some of the causes which have con- 
tributed to reduce agriculturists to a 
low condition of poverty are beyond the 
reach of remedial legislation. But much 
may be done by a readjustment of rates, 
by placing the home producer and the 
foreign producer on at least an equality; 
the transfer of land may be rendered 
more simple and less expensive, in order 
to afford the opportunity to those persons 
who are desirous of holding a stake in 
their native soil ; and I venture to think 
they would all welcome some such scheme 
as would confer independence and com- 
fort in their declining years upon those 
who, except for such beneficent legisla- 
tion, would become burdens on the 
rates and unwelcome recipients of 
humiliating and inevitable charity. 
Lastly, and at the risk of weazying your 
Lordships’ House, I will only say in 
regard to the measures postponed till 
next Session, that Her Majesty’s 
Ministers will approach the considera- 
tion of these measures with opportu- 
nities denied to themselves by their 
predecessors, in that they placed insur- 
mountable obstacles in the path of their 
own domestic legislation. The late 
elections were fought, as the noble Ear! 
the late Prime Minister, was careful to 
explain to the country, upon the question 
of the demolition of the Constitution of 
this country, beginning at your Lord- 
ships’ House. The reply of the country 
upon this point is most emphatic. Never 
in the history of your Lordships’ House 
has it received so gracious, so unanimous 
and so overwhelming a vindication as 
that conferred upon it by the people of 
this realm at the General Election. 
Without doubt your Lordships on the 
opposite Benches are as sincere in your 
desire to associate yourselves with legis- 
lation beneficial to our country as any 


‘noble Lords on this side; and perhaps 


it is not too much to expect that the 
noble Earl opposite and his supporters, 


than they ever hitherto received. Speak-| being convinced by the result of the 
ing with conviction, as a landowner and | recent appeal to the constituencies, may 
as one who is deeply interested in the | cease their endeavour to humiliate the 
affairs of agriculture, I cannot but give | Constitution of this country by reducing 
as strong expression as possible to the! your Lordships’ House to a state of 
hope that Her Majesty's Government | degradation and impotence, but rather 
may address themselves to an attempt/| that they may join with the majority of 
to ameliorate the serious condition of | your Lordships in the promotion of such 


Duke of Marlborough. 
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useful and beneficial legislation as may 
ameliorate the condition of the people of 
Great Britain. I beg to move the 
Address in reply to Her Majesty’s most 
gracious Speech. 

*Lorp AMPTHILL (who wore the uni- 
form of the Royal Ist Devon Yeomanry), 
rising to second the Motion, said: 
My Lords, although I have never yet 
had the privilege of addressing this 
House, I have been a sufficiently constant 
attendant here to know that I may 
confidently rely on your Lordships’ 
indulgence ; but with all due diffidence, 
I would make a special plea on this 
occasion for that consideration which 
is so freely accorded in this House to 
its younger and less experienced 
Members. My Lords, you will readily 
admit that the task before me presents 
unusual difficulties, and not the least of 
them is the fact that of late years the 
duty of moving and seconding the 
Address has been entrusted to noble 
Lords of far greater experience than I 
can lay claim to, and of long-tried and 
well-proved ability. A distinguished 
member of the family to which I have 
the honour of belonging, Lord John 
Russell, said on one occasion that if he 
were offered to command the Channel 
Fleet and thought it his duty to accept, 
he would not refuse it, and I trust that 
it is with something of the same spirit 
that I stand before you in pursuance of 
the duty, far beyond my powers, which 
has been assigned to me. The noble 
Duke has dealt very fully with the 
Foreign Affairs alluded to in Her 
Majesty's most gracious Speech, and it 
only remains to me to echo the satis- 
faction which he has expressed that this 
country continues to enjoy the blessings 
of peace. Widespread as is our Empire, 
we come into contact with almost every 
nation and every interest, and as the 
most prosperous and most favoured 
of all nations we are not unnaturally 
the objects of great envy and dislike. 
Beyond these considerations, let us not 
forget that foreign complications may 
arise as suddenly and as unexpectedly 
as a storm in southern seas. If I may 
say so without presumption, we are 
confident in the knowledge that a 


master hand is at the helm, and that 
an experience, controls the ship of State 
which has steered her before now through 
difficulties the greatness of which we 
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perhaps hardly realised. J would ven- 
ture, with no less deference, to say that 
the noble Earls who lately administered 
our Foreign Affairs are deserving of great 
gratitude for the wise course they pur- 
sued. Although the noble Duke has 
spoken on the Armenian Question, I 
trust that I may be permitted a brief 
allusion to it. A mighty voice has 
raised this question above the level of 
party politics. Mr. Gladstone has 
quitted the repose which he has so 
richly earned to give fit expression to 
the righteous indignation of this country, 
and his wise and powerful utterance may 
be taken as an expression of general 
confidence that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, in concert with the Foreign 
Powers, will insist on the reforms which 
are necessary to safeguard the lives and 
properties of our fellow Christians and 
fellow men in Armenia. The atrocious 
outrages in China resemble in many 
ways the horrors in Armenia. In both 
cases religious and social hatred is the 
prime motive, in both cases the indiffer- 
ence of the respective Governments, if 
not even the connivance of their servants, 
makes them directly responsible, and in 
both cases their Governments are too 
teeble to resist these outbursts of law- 
lessness and crime. Here again we trust 
that the action of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will ensure against a recurrence of 
those horrors, and exact a just repara- 
tion. My Lords, the noble Duke has 
left but one subject entirely to me, and 
that is the annexation of Bechuanaland. 
I need hardly point out that this is 
nothing more than the fulfilment of a 
policy of long standing, that it will be 
the means of securing more effective 
administration and a better chance of 
development to that country ; and it is 
moreover a saving of expense to the 
Imperial Exchequer. The assurances 
that have been given by the Government 
of Cape Colony for the safeguarding of 
our interests and those of the natives 
are such as can fairly be expected from 
a great self-governing Colony. This is 
by no means the first occasion in the 
history of our Empire when large tracts 
of undeveloped country have been 
handed over from the direct control of 
the Imperial Government to that 
of the Colony in its neighbourhood, 
and I think that T am within the mark 
in saying that in no instance of the 
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kind has this country had occasion to 
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regret such a course. I may remind 
your Lordships, that only four years ago, 
when Western Australia received a 
Constitution we handed over an enormous 
area of territory to the newly consti- 
tuted Government, and even with this 
short experience of the working of the 
Act the prosperity of the Colony has 
largely increased. To turn to matters of 
domestic interest, it is obvious, my Lords, 
that circumstances mark out that the 
immediate work of Parliament should be 
confined to completing the Votes on the 
Estimates. But if I may venture to 
consider the future, let me first premise 
that the result of the General Election 
must be accepted as a complete and 
emphatic condemnation of the main lines 
of Policy of the late Government. For 
the second time, Home Rule has been 
rejected as a solution of the Irish 
Question, and the difficulties of any 
such scheme, which are far greater than 
even Mr. Gladstone, or any one else 
were able to foresee, have been emphasised 
by the discussion on the Home Rule 
Bill. My Lords, I do not presume so far 
as to embark on any detailed comment. 
But I will say that the most flagrant 
and the most insurmountable of those 
difficulties proves to be the retention of 
the Irish Members at Westminster, the 
great additional burden thrown on the 
British taxpayer, and the absence of any 
efficient protection for the minority in 
Treland. There is, moreover, the 
general objection that, by the constitu- 
tion of a separate Parliament, the 
supremacy of the Imperial Parliament 
will be impaired and the security of 
Great Britain endangered. But it might 
fairly be asked, What is the alterna- 
tive policy ? The policy usually described 
by our political opponents as “coercion.” 
That is an incomplete statement, to 
say the least of it, and it involves the 
fallacy known as “ begging the question.” 
All law is supported by coercion— 
[“ hear, hear!”]—and every Government, 
whatever it may be, will see that the 
law is obeyed. [Cheers.| But that does 
not exhaust the policy of the Unionist 
Party, which, if I rightly understand the 
utterances of onr Leaders, includes such 
amendments of the Lands Acts as ex- 
perience has proved to be necessary to 
secure improvements to the tenants, as 
well as to maintain the just rights of 
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landlords. It includes also an endeavour 
to facilitate the operation of the Land 
Purchase Acts, and to extend those 
beneficial operations of the law by which 
provision is made for the special needs 
of congested districts. These are mea- 
sures which go to the real root of the 
misery and discontent existing in Ireland, 
and never to be touched by any tinker- 
ing of the Constitution. [‘ Hear, hear!”] 
The Government, while rejecting con- 
stitutional change and repressing dis- 
order, will do all they can to promote 
material prosperity. [Cheers.| The 
noble Earl, the Lord Lieutenant of 
Treland, took a foremost part in passing 
through the House of Lords the Land 
Bill of 1889 and the Purchase Act of 
1891; while the Chief Secretary for 
Treland bears a name most intimately as- 
sociated with those measures. Surely it 
might be inferred from this, if from 
nothing else, that her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment has remedial legislation for Ireland 
in view. But the verdict of the country 
is something more than a condemna- 
tion of Home Rule. It is likewise a 
condemnation of the policy of attempting 
to secure support for Home Rule by at- 
tacking the institutions of the country. 
The late Prime Minister threatened 
the annihilation of the House of Lords 
with respect to its legislative preponder- 
ance ; but your Lordships have escaped 
from the wrath of the noble Earl. 
[Laughter and “hear, hear!”] The 
people have not thundered at your doors ; 
on the contrary, they ranged them- 
selves rather before this House and 
cried “Hands off!” to the would-be 
destroyers. It turns out that the 
noble Earl (Lord Rosebery), who so 
frequently laments his small following 
in this House, has no greater support 
in the country than he has here. 
[Laughter.| There are plentyof Liberals 
in this House—men true to the ancient 
traditions and principles, and true to the 
solemn pledges of the Liberal Party, and 
it is just for that reason that they 
are not now sitting behind the noble 
Karl. ([Cheers.| The country has 
definitely declared in favour of the 
alternative policy of dealing with social 
problems, and improving the general con- 
dition of the people. To make the aim and 
end of legislation the benefit of all 
classes alike, instead of the furtherance 
of party interests by benefiting one class 
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at the expense of another. [Cheers.] 
The condition of trade and agriculture 
calls for special attention, and although 
there is small hope that any legislative 
panacea will be found for existing 
evils, there is a great deal which can 
be done without heroic legislation. The 
ties binding the colonies to us—the ties of 
common descent, kinship, and common 
interest — can be cemented and 
strengthened. There is room for the 
development of the resources of the 
Crown Colonies, and for increasing the 
trade between them and this country by 
opening up new markets. There is 
every reason to believe that the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies has set his 
heart upon objects such as these. All 
these questions, however, are complex 
and difficult, and it is not unreasonable 
that in the present Session Parliament 
should confine itself to the necessary 
work of Supply, and that the 
Government should ask for time and 
opportunity to mature their proposals. 
Whatever their proposals may be, I 
trust that they may be such that, 
without direct antagonism of opinion, 
both parties in the State may be able 
to co-operate cordially, and bring them 
to effect. [“ Hear, hear!”] I thank 
your Lordships for the kind attention 
with which you have listened to me, and 
I beg leave to second the Address. 
tag 

THE Eart or ROSEBERY, who was 
received with Opposition cheers, said: 
My first and most pleasing duty is to 
offer my sincere congratulations to the 
Mover and Seconder of the Address for 
the way in which they have performed 
that duty. The Mover spoke with sin- 
gular vivacity, and with a grace which, 
I am sure, charmed your Lordships, and 
gave you reason to hope that he will not 
unworthily bear his illustrious name, or 
fall in any way short of the traditions of 
that brilliant uncle of his whose loss 
his Party, and, even more, his friends 
outside his Party, had so deeply to 
deplore in the earlier part of this year. 
i Hear, hear!”] And with equal truth 

can say that the Seconder of the 
Address fascinated us, even when he 
dealt most hardly with us, by the very 
animated and spirited manner in which 


he performed his difficult task. I think 
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he was inaccurate—if he will allow me 
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to say so—in attributing any such inten- 
tion to an illustrious member of his 
family as that which he actually ascribed 
to him. I remember reading that Lord 
John Russell greatly complained of the 
intention which was ascribed to him— 
it was ascribed to him by Sydney Smith 
—{laughter|—and which he felt to be in 
some degree a libel. But although I 
lack the courage, as well as many other 
of the qualities of that Statesman, I con- 
fess that I am not sure that I would not 
rather undertake to command the Chan- 
nel Fleet than to second the Address in 
your Lordships’ House. [Laughter.] I 
had the great pleasure of knowing the 
noble Lord’sfather, who sat in this House, 
but who sat in it not asa legislator, 
but with totally different ideas. I re- 
member that I asked him once why he 
so often attended in this House in his 
diplomatic vocation without ever address- 
ing the House ; and I remember that he 
told me that he found it a pleasing 
opportunity for repose. [Laughter.| I 
do not ascribe to him any of the dis- 
respectful views in regard to this House 
which have been so lavishly ascribed to 
me; but I do not think he was alto- 
gether unjust in the definition which he 
gave. I hope it will not be considered 
derogatory to the speeches of the Mover 
and Seconder to say that they were per- 
force obliged to travel a great deal out- 
side the limits of her Majesty’s Gracious 
Speech. They were speeches admirable 
of their kind, dealing with a whote range 
of political topics, scarcely one of which 
was included in the Queen’s Speech ; and 
when we listened to these obiter dicta, 
my friends and I were somewhat per- 
plexed to know whether they were in- 
direct hints conveyed through that 
channel by the Government of their policy 
and intentions, or whether they were 
only the judicious advice which is always 
freely tendered by the junior members 
of a party to their seniors, and which, 
though interesting in themselves, are 
thereby deprived of the weight which 
would otherwise belong tothem. I have 
not the imagination of the Mover and 
Seconder of the Address, and I cannot 
take their wide range of subjects. I find 
myself in rather an unfortunate position 
in having to discuss what I hope will 
not be disrespectful to say is the some- 
what jejune Speech from the Throne. 
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There is a story of the King of Prussia 

-I think of the father of Frederick the 
Great, Frederick William I.—who offered, 
on a famous occasion, to supply a young 
clergyman who was to preach before him 
with the text from which he was to 
preach. And with a somewhat malicious 
spirit of humour the King sent up to the 
clergyman, as he mounted the pulpit, a 
blank sheet of paper. The young clergy- 
man got out of his difficulty very well, 
because he preached on the creation of 
the world out of nothing. [Laughter.] 
But I am afraid that I have not his 
capacity, and I du feel somewhat per- 
plexed to know how to deal in the 
customary manner with this blank sheet 
of paper. It is true that there are two 
foreign topics of very great importance 
which are dealt with in the Speech, and 
there is alsothe questionof Bechuanaland, 
which I may at once dismiss by saying 
that it represents the policy of the late 
Government, and, I think, was partly 
carried into effect by them. But, with 
regard to the massacre of missionaries in 
China, which forms one of the melancholy 
consequences of the terrible war which 
has lately been waged in that country, 
we can only say that we deplore it from 
the bottom of our hearts, and that we 
shall welcome anv information which the 
noble Marquess can giveus as to theaction 
which the Government have thought fit 
to take with regard to that massacre, 
and also any details which he can give 
of the manner in which it came about. 
T should be particularly glad to know 
whether the missionaries returned to 
their posts of duty against the warning 
of the Minister and Consuls in China ; 
and, indeed, any information on this 
unhappy topic will be, T am sure, most 
cordially welcomed by this House. Then 
we come to the other subject with which 
the late Government had much to do— 
the subject of Armenia. That, as the 
noble Duke and the noble Lord both 
said, is raised outside the domain of party 
politics. Ido not for a moment doubt 
that the noble Marquess feels as strongly 
as we do the necessity of obtaining from 
the Government of the Sultan adequate 
and permanent guarantees that there 
shall be no possible recurrence of the 
atrocities which have horrified the con- 
science of Europe. [‘ Hear, hear!”] I 
believe action in that sense is as vitally 
necessary both for the interest of the 
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Government of the Sultan itself as for 
the protection of the unhappy Christians 
of Asia Minor ; for one thing, at least, is 
certain—that the recurrence of those 
outrages tends to shorten the life of the 
Sultan’s Government in the midst of the 
civilised communities in which it is 
placed. I can well believe that the 
noble Marquess before he entered the 
Foreign Office, did not put implicit 
confidence in the. newspaper reports 
he had read of the horrors that had been 
committed ; but now that he has read and 
mastered the Consular and authoritative 
reports from Asia Minor he must be as 
convinced as we were that horrors have 
been committed which pass the power of 
speech to express, and which, perhaps, 
have no precedent in history. I am well 
aware that it is not an easy matter to 
preserve a European concert. It is pos- 
sible, as we have seen rumoured in the 
papers, that the Governments of France 
and Russia may not unreasonably be 
afraid to waken that uneasy phantom of 
the Eastern question by any vigorous 
measures in support of the policy of the 
British Government. But I believe, and 
I hope, that such is not the case ; if it 
were, unfortunately, to be true, I am, at 
any rate, convinced of this—that the 
noble Marquess, in proceeding even 
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alone to deal with this question 
vigorously and efficiently will find 
that he has behind him, not a 
party, however overwhelming, but 
the entire nation. [Cheers.| There 


is one topic, which I regard as one 


of great importance, which is not alluded 


to in the Speech from the Throne, but 
which, among other topics, has been 
touched on by the Mover and Seconder 
of the Address. I mean the subject of 
the occupation of Chitral. I do not 
know even yet, even after the speeches 
of the Mover and Seconder, whether we 
are to consider the announcements in the 
newspapers as authoritative with respect 
to the intentions of the Government. I 
most earnestly hope that they have not 
definitely made up their minds in the 
direction indicated in the newspapers. I 
am well aware, in saying so, that the 
Government of the Viceroy of India had 
arrived at substantially the same conclu- 
sion as that which is said to have been 
adopted by the noble Marquess and his 
Government. But Iam bound also to 
say that the late Government, who 
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devoted a great deal of attention to that; of a menacing measure which it may be 
subject, and approached it without/ necessary for them to counteract in a 
passion and prejudice, and without |somewhat similar manner. Then there 
any affection for that policy which|is the third argument, and it is an 
is usually called by the  ribald| argument, to my mind, not without 
name of “scuttle,” had arrived|force. You are breaking faith with the 
unanimously at a directly opposite con-| people among whom your campaign has 
clusion. I do not propose on this| taken place. Do not believe that these 
occasion to challenge an announcement | mountain tribes, because they are savage 
which has not been made and a policy | are unaware of the binding obligation of 
which, I hope, has been inaccurately|a declaration such as you have put 
reported. I shall wait for papers, which, | forward. You went to Chitral declaring 
I have no doubt, wiil be granted by the | that you were going back as soon as you 
Government, and I will beg the Govern-| had accomplished your object. Let me 
ment, in giving those papers, that they | read the words of your proclamation :— 
shall be fully given, * copiously cue they | “The sole object of the Government of 
were by the late Cabinet, except in 80} fydia is to put an end to the present and to 
far as their production would imperil | prevent any future unlawful aggression on 
points of Imperial policy ; and especially | Chitral territory [* Hear, hear!’ from Lord 
I would ask that the opinions of Sir an Ky], and nef ge this object, has been 
2 : attained the forces will be withdrawn. 

Donald Stewart——perhaps the highest | 

living military Indian authority—should|I confess I think that there must 
be given to Parliament in their full| be overwhelming considerations which 
amplitude and without delay. While I| were not presented to the attention of 
do not wish to challenge this policy, 1; Her Majesty’s late advisers, to over- 
would desire to point out very briefly | rule a declaration so clear, so specific, 
what were the main grounds which im- and so honourable as that contained in 
pelled the late Government to decide|the proclamation. There was a fourth 
that Chitral should be evacuated atjreason. Surely if there is anything that 
the discretion of the Viceroy and _ his} we learn from the whole course of Indian 
Council. In the first place, the mountain | history in late years it is this, what is 
barrier in which Chitral is situated is) wanted for our Indian Empire is concen- 
practically impervious to any large army | tration, both financial and military. The 
if you leave it as it is. But if you con-)| policy shadowed out by the newspapers in- 
struct roads southward of Chitral to lead | dicates an expenditure of some quarter of 
to it you make pervious what was im-|a million sterlinga year. You know very 
pervious, and in that way you add, not | well, if that be your policy, that it will 
to the security, but to the insecurity, of | not be met by anything like that sum 
our Indian Empire. [Cheers.] In the Now, what is the financial position of 
next place, we have concluded the India? Is it in a condition, whatever 
agreement with Russia respecting our) your financial policy may be, to meet a 
Pamir boundary, which T think puts an | large demand for military expenditure 
entirely different complexion on any | without an absolutely imperative call ? 
possible occupation of Chitral to what I do not know what the financial policy 
otherwise it might have had. It is;of the new Government in India is 
possible and conceivable that had the| going to be. There is a considerable 
boundary remained vague and open it number of their supporters who have 
might have been well to occupy Chitral, | come back pledged, as I understand, to 
if only to prevent roaming parties of vote against the re-imposition of the 
armed explorers from wandering within | cotton duties in India and to maintain 
the limits which we consider to be our | the policy of a distinguished member of 
own. But that, owing to the conclusion | the new Government, who I am sorry 
of the Pamir agréement, is now impos-|not to see in his place, but whom I 
sible except as an act of war; and I am | congratulate in his inclusion in the 
bound to say that I am not at all sure,|new Cabinet, as well as upon his 
since the conclusion of that agreement, |elevation to this House —I mean 
the retention of a military post at|Lord James. Is the policy of Lord 
Chitral is not likely to be considered by| James the policy of the new Govern- 
the Russian Government as something;ment? If that be so it will largely 
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increase the financial difficulties of India 
and make the proposal I am criticising, 
but which I hope is not authoritative, 
much more difficult to defend. [Cheers.] 
But you are going to maintain a force of 
11,000 men, as we are told, to protect 
your roads and to hold Chitral. Are 
you going to increase the Indian Army 
by that number? If you are not going 
to increase the Indian Army by that 
number it is clear that the Indian Army 
up to this time has been considerably too 
large, and there will be a solid founda- 
tion for the many attacks made by 
native opinion on that subject. But if 
you are going to increase the Army of 
India, which, in their opinion was not 
excessive in its needs, you would be 
largely increasing the expenditure of 
that country, which is, as I think, al- 
ready overweighted on that side of the 
account. On that point I trust that we 
shall have papers, and particularly some 
assurances with regard to the financial 
policy of the new Government in India. 
There is another point—namely, concen- 
tration—to which I think too little 
attention is paid in this country. This 
point is one which, I confess, had an 
overwhelming weight with myself, if 
there had been no other points, in decid- 
ing against the occupation of Chitral. 
You had in recent times, and up to 
recent times, only one great civilised 
military Power coterminous with your 
Indian Empire. That was enough to 
awaken panic in this country, to call 
forth great preparations, and to be the 
perpetual subject of scares in our Press. 
You have now two great military Powers 
coterminous, or almost coterminous with 
your Indian Empire. We have seen lately 
something in the Press as to the advance 
of the French on the Mekong. I wish 
to say nothing that can in the remotest 
degree offend that great and friendly, 
and, may I add, somewhat sensitive 
Power; but I may at least say this— 
France has not been inactive in the 
Valley of the Mekong or on the frontiers 
of Burma throughout the last three 
years, and her object in that activity has 
been the foundation of a great Eastern 
Empire, which is to be coterminous with 
India. When you have a great military 
Power coterminous on your north-east 
frontier, as another Power is on the 
northern, it is not too much to say that 
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the policy of financial and military con- 
centration is more necessary for India 
than at any other period in her history ; 
and it is on those grounds we came to 
the conclusion I have indicated, and 
unless the papers show otherwise, it is 
on these grounds we should deprecate 
any such policy as that foreshadowed. 
But, my Lords, I do not deny that these 
topics, however interesting they may be, 
are not the main topics which are pecu- 
liarly attractive to your Lordships at the 
present moment. The Mover and the 
Seconder hovered around the topic which 
is, I doubt not, in all your hearts. They 
dealt with it mercifully and good 
humouredly, and it would be unbecoming 
in me not to notice it when they have 
mentioned it. I mean the topic of the 
General Election. We have this pecu- 
liarity in dealing with it—that we had, 
I hope, none of us anythiag to do 
with it except, I think, the noble 
Duke, the President of the Council. 
He is sometimes a little late in his en- 
gagements, both in society and otherwise, 
and he appears to have gone a day late 
to Darlington, where he spoke with con- 
spicuous and fruitful results. I took 
myself out of the risk of all temptation 
to meddle with the election, and I believe 
the party on this side of the House most 
honestly and conscientiously observed 
that obligation. .Therefore, my Lords, we 
have been outside all that. We are, in 
the midst of a General Election, a sort 
of political Thebais—a region of holy 
hermits, separated from all the vain 
tumults of the world, absorded in our 
own silent and solitary meditations. 
Well, I may say we have this further 
advantage as the result of our seclusion 
—that, whatever may happen outside, 
nothing alters the balance of parties 
inside. The noble Marquess has the fol- 
lowing that he had before the General 
Election, and I have the following that 
I had before the General Election. 
reve ge. We know accomplished 
acts. We do not expect any violent 
convulsion, and therefore we are in a more 
happy and contented condition than 
others on the other side of thelobby. In 
the House of Commons the condition of 
atters is, I admit, totally different. 
here is an overwhelming majority in 
he House of Commons adverse to the 
iews that I hold, and there is naturally 
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a feeling of exultancy pervading every|There is action and reaction in the 
bosom that I see opposite which would |domains of politics, and if we have 
be even greater if the Treasury Bench | suffered reaction from our policy, I can- 
afforded twice the accommodation that it |not promise the noble Marquess any 
does. [A lJaugh.|] If you are exultant, |immunity at the end of his tenure of 
moderately and genially exultant, I am |office. There are some remarkable 
not so depressed as perhaps I ought to | featuresinthe Election with which Ishould 
be, and I am not depressed because I| wish to deal, not for the purpose of 
have read history and studied its lessons ; | founding any argument upon them, but 
and I see nothing discouraging in the| because they seem to afford matters for 
present state of affairs. Your Lordships | reflection. In the first place, the 
must often in the forestry of your parks | numerical majority of votes polled by 
have found it necessary to cut down | the Tory party over the Liberal party is 
some evergreen to the roots in order|very small. I am not going to imitate 
that it might grow again. That has|the noble Marquess, who on occasions 
been the fate of our Party. It has been | during the late Government told us that 
the fate of the opposite Party, always 500 votes turned 25 seats. I do not 
with the result that the resurrection ; wish to cavil at the result. I only wish 
takes place with renewed vigour and|to mention it. Of 5,000,000 of votes 
vitality. Let us see what history tells| you got a majority of 103,000, which 
us on this subject. The greatest majority | would give you a proportional majority 
in the House of Commons ever known | of 14. The quips and cranks of the 
in our records—greater, I think than | Constitution give you a majority of 157. 
the present majority—-was the majority (Earl Spencer: “152.”) Oh, 152. Ido 
of the Whig Government in 1833. The|not care about small figures [Loud 
Tory Party—I hope in its present altered | Ministerial laughter.| You have a large 
state I may be allowed to say it without | majority out of a small plurality of votes. 
disrespect—were pulverised. They were That is a fact which shows a happy ac- 
in the condition that we are in, only | cident of fortune which is no doubt a 
more so. They had a miserable minority. ‘little encouraging to you, but not dis- 
They were told that they would never 'vouraging to us. I do not mention that 
come into office again, and what was the | to found any argument upon it, but only 
result? Before the end of 1834 they for the purpose of reflection. There is 
were in office again. Well, it was quite|another extraordinary point in these 
true it was not a long tenure of power, elections. We all remember the bye- 
but in that short tenure they laid! elections. We had to listen to homilies 
the foundation of their future power. 'on the want of confidence shown in her 
In six years from the day of the | Majesty’s late advisers, and the disappro- 
disastrous election they had _ put bation expressed by nine constituencies 
the Liberal Government in a minority, which put in Tories and turned out 
and in eight years they had swept the | Liberals. These elections were all in the 
country. My Lords, what was their fate peeages of this year and last. What was 
after they had swept the country andthe result during the present General 
after they had remained in power for five Election? They have almost invariably 
years? Why that, although they occa- | reversed their verdict, and if they are to 
sionally occupied office, they remained | be taken as specimen constituencies, as 
out of power for 28 years. In 1874 they they were three months ago, through 
swept the country again, and in 1880 | which the voice of the country could be 
they were once morereduced toimpotence, | heard, the voice of the country must be 
but that position of impotence—which | heard through them now. There is that 
seemed likely to be permanent in view of third great characteristic of these 
the fact that the Government of the day | elections. There is the reiterated voice 
had passed a Reform Bill enfranchising | of Ireland—the corpus vile—the body 
great masses which might have been | thatisto be considered ; and the reiterated 
expected to show some gratitude to their | voice of Ireland is in favour of our 
enfranchisers—passed away, and, with a | policy. Both the Mover and the Seconder 
small interval, the Tory party has been seem to think that that is of little 
in power ever since. In those circum-| account. They talked about the beneficence 
stances I feel no great despondency. i= Mr. Balfour’s last policy, but that 
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beneficent policy has not in the slightest 
degree reversed the views of Ireland, 
which to the extent of four-fifths has 
declared in favour of her Majesty’s late 
Government. I do not wish to found 
any argument on these facts, or to make 
any recriminatory statement. I bow 
before the national will. [A /augh.| I 
do not analyse the component parts ; I | 
bow before it, and I recognise that for | 
some time it will be the fate of me and | 
and those who feel with me to act rather | 
as observers than as active factors in| 
political facts. We shall be candid | 
observers—not factious observers, but'| 
careful observers—of the conduct of the | 
present Government. I recognise to the 
fullest extent the verdict which the! 
country, more effusively stated by the 
noble Duke, has given against the late 
Government ; but I think the country 
has been a little too rapid in passing its 
verdict, and I am inclined to think that, 
when the history of the late Government 
comes to be written, a most impartial 
view will be taken and the verdict of the 
elections reversed. I see that the Duke 
of Argyll—whom I am sorry not to see 
in his place, for I understand from him 
that he is always here when useful work 
has to be done—I see that he stigmatised 
the conduct of the late Goverment as 
infamous. That is very strong language 
—even for a honeymoon. {Much 
laughter.| But we know the noble 
Duke. It is only pretty Fanny’s way. 
He lives on expletives, and, as the 
salamander lives in flames, he seems to 
thrive on it. We do not complain of 
his verdict. We knew it. We had it, 
before and we shall not protest against 
it, but although the verdict of the Duke 
of Argyll and the verdict of the country 
go against us, and although we are to be 
relegated to a position of comparative 
quiet and comparative nonentity, we | 
remain faithful to our principles. We) 
believe in our policy, and we are as con- 
vinced as ever that in the long run those 
principles and that policy are destined 
to prevail. {‘ Hear, hear!”] It is 
quite possible that in some respect those 
principles may in the future have to be 
differently applied. It is possible, and, 





indeed, it is natural, that, as we have | 
learned much from what has taken | 
place in the country, there must be a| 
variation in Liberal policy, but there | 
will be no variation in Liberal principles. | 


Earl of Rosebery. 


{LORDS} 





10 


I am not one of those who have greatly 
believed in or greatly criticised that very 
long list of reforms which I found 
adopted by the Liberal leaders in 1891, 
and I confess I do think it is a strate- 
gical mistake to attempt to condense 
the creed. of a lifetime into the 
manifesto of the moment, and _ it 
is one the Liberal party is not likely 
torepeat. [Laughter.| That is our posi- 
tion. I do not wish to dilate upon it. It 
is not mentioned in the Queen’s Speech, 
and I am nota formalist in these matters ; 
but may I ask, if that is our position 
what is yours? I do not think that any 
Government has ever occupied a more 
striking position in the history of Eng- 
land. You have entrusted to you by 
far the greatest measure of power that 
has ever been given to a single Govern- 
ment. Itis true, I think, that the Whig 
majority in 1833 was a somewhat larger 
majority in the House of Commons, but 


Answer to Her 


it had not the control of the House of 
| Lords. 


Your position is this—that you 
have an overwhelming majority in the 
House of Commons, and you have a 
monopoly of the House of Lords. You 
have both branches of the Legislature, 


so to speak, at your feet, and, what is 


still more striking and still more extra- 
ordinary, you have arrived: at this pitch 
of power with carte blanche to do what 
you like. [ Hear, hear!”| I have not 
been able to discover, with the exactness 
which the Mover and the Seconder have 
arrived at, what is the policy other than 
a negative policy which is supposed to 
be embodied in the results of the late 
General Election. I shall be very glad 
for any revelation of that policy. I do 
not press for it, because I recognise it as 


quite reasonable that the Government 


should wish to have time to look round 
them, more especially when the Cabinet 
is a little Parliament in itself. [A laugh.| 
But I do demur somewhat to the view 
of the noble Duke and the noble Ear! 


| who say first it is a verdict in support of 


your Lordships’ House, and again that it 
is a verdict entirely hostile to Home 
Rule. I am not sure that a question on 
which they did not touch at all—the 
retailing and the control of spirituous 
liquors—had not more to do with the 
Election —{ Laughter |—than either of the 
topics to which they alluded ; and I am 
rather surprised that in their survey of 
the field of politics they avoided so 
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inviting and fascinating a subject. | do not know if that is a revelation of 
[Laughter.| I was away, and I really | the fiscal policy of the Government ; but, 
have no means, even if I had been here, | at any rate, I think your Lordships will 
of keeping an eye on the 670 constitu-| agree with me that in neither of the two 
encies of the United Kingdom, and so I | placards on which the appeal was made 
can only narrate my own solitary ex-|to the Newmarket Division of Cam- 
perience with regard to the result of the) bridgeshire—and I am sure my friends 
Election. The other day I happened to | the ‘Lord President of the Council and 
be paying a visit to Newmarket on) the Lord Lieutenant of Treland will con- 
business wholly unconnected with politics firm my impression—in neither of those 
—{Laughter|—and it was paid the day appeals did the subject of the House of 
after the declaration of the poll. I) Lords orHome Rule enter intothe calcula- 
watched very eagerly for symptoms/| tions of the candidate. Well, my Lords, 
of the working of the great mind of the|let us go to higher authority than Mr. 
country in this electoral process. There M‘Calmont—and I hope it is understood 
were no Liberal placards—they had | that I am saying nothing derogatory to 
been, I think, exterminated in the | him in quoting my experience of his 
festivities of the previous evening— election—TI am sure he will make a most 
| Laughter|—and there were only two |excellent and efficient member of Parlia- 
Conservative placards. I can remember|ment, as he has been excellent and 
them textually ; they are borne deep on efficient in every department of life he 
my mind. The first was :—‘‘ Vote for|has undertaken. But let us go to a 
M‘Calmont and better employment.” | higher than even the authority of Mr. 
Now, my Lords, better employment is M’Calmont for some revelation of what 
not a constitutional question or a ques- the policy of the Government may be. 
tion of Home Rule. I entirely concur|I declare that I am at my wits’ end. 
with the placard in saying that better | We know that there must be a Bill for the 
employment is greatly to be desired, and | exclusion of aliens, because that precious 
if the return of Mr. M‘Calmont for the | measure is still in your Lordships’ recol- 
Newmarket Division of Cambridgeshire | lection when it was brought in with the 
will, as was promised, secure that boon I | full vigour and authority of the noble 
for one shall not deplore it. I do not} Marquess, and with the support of the 
know that that is the policy of the whole Party at his back. And we know 
Government, but, of course, so startling also—and that is the only other point 
a placard made me enter into some re-| on which we have any authoritative re- 
searches, and J see that no less a Member | velationof the policy of the noble Marquess 
of the Government than the Secretary'—that we must have an _ increased 
for the Colonies said that— expenditure on small-arms ammunition, 
even though the experts at the War 
Office declare that such expenditure is 
not needed. Well, my Lords, a policy of 
he said this at Sellyoek— the exclusion of aliens, which is a novelty 

: in England, and a policy of cordite car- 
“was that what was wanted, in his opinion, was | tridges is about as blank a sheet of paper 


legislation which would improve trade, legisla- | a, any that can be presented to Parlia- 
tion which would increase employ ment, and | 


which would tend to sustain and even increase | ment. The developments promised by 
wages.” the Mover and Seconder of the Address 


,are not, I fear, authoritative; and we 
Well, I rejoice in this programme. It must expect something more from the 
has received high authoritative sanction. noble Marquess. But, my Lords, with this 
Tt does not rest, as I had apprehended it | great power that is devolved upon you 
did, entirely on the authority of Mr. there is a great responsibility. I do not 
M‘Calmont, and though I delight in the envy you your power simply because of 
object to be attained, I shall be very the overwhelming responsibility which it 
curious as to the means by which it 1s' entails. You cannot neglect the ques- 
proposed toencompass it. What was the tions which lie unsolved around you. 
other topic to which my attention was | You have a mandate to deal with British 
called? It was, ‘‘ Vote for M‘ ea A | policy which no other Government has 
and no taxes on food or beer.” Well, I | ever received ; and as the blessing of 





“his view of the programme of the present 
Government *’— 
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this country will follow you if you are 
successful in dealing with those questions, 
heavy will be the condemnation if you 
fall short of your opportunity. [Cheers. | 
It is not for me to raise those 
questions to-night, but I must ask 
your attention to two of them. 
The first is that of this House. Do you 
propose todo nothing with regard to this 
House? I know it is said by irrespon- 
sible speakers that the House of Lords is 
cleared by this election. My Lords, the 
Tory Party arrogates to itself—I will not 
say rightly or wrongly—the proud boast 
of being the guardian of our Constitu- 
tion. It is at least 100 years since Mr. 
Burke foresaw the fatal weakness that 
the House of Lords was in the Constitu- 
tion; and if I may say so, if it is a 
weakness in the Constitution, it is even 
a party weakness to yourselves. It does 
not appeal to the country to be told that 
the Tory Government has one stronghold 
in Parliament from which no ebullition 
of the popular will can ever drive it, 
and I hope—I hope it on the most public 
grounds—that the noble Marquess and 
his Cabinet will not neglect the oppor- 
tunity that lies before them to set this 
House in order. My Lords, there is 
another question that has been alluded 
to by both the previous speakers—the 
question of Ireland. May I say one 
word of a personal character with regard 
to Ireland? I have been directly 
challenged by the principal Ministerial 
organ to repeat in my place to-night the 
words which I uttered when I first held 
the office now occupied by the noble 
Marquess—words which I will not re- 
capitulate, but which have become 
tolerably familiar to your ears and in- 
tolerably familiar to mine [laughter] by 
the phrase “the predominant partner.” 
My Lords, I acknowledge that those 
words were spoken on the spur of the 
moment, but I also declare that they 
embodied the result of my deepest and 
most conscientious convictions. [Minis- 
terial Cheers.| I have never withdrawn 
from them, and I never will withdraw 
from them, because they represent the 
common sense of the Irish question. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] But I do not draw 
the inference from them that The Times 
appears to draw. I do not regard this 


Earl of Rosebery. 
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election as finally settling the attitude of 
England with regard to self-government 
in Ireland. Weare told that the passage 
which followed “the predominant 
partner” alluded to the fact, which I 
believe to be a true fact, that the fate of 
Ireland is largely in her own hands, and 
that in the conduct and in the attitude 
of the Irish Party and the Irish people 
rest their best hopes of attaining the 
objects which they have at heart. But 
I cannot see for my part that the schisms 
of the Irish Party, partial and incom- 
plete as those schisms are, constitute an 
ineradicable proof of their unfitness to 
manage their own local concerns. My 
Lords, we are not unanimous in England, 
Scotland, and Wales. We are divided 
into sharper factions than even those 
which rend and distract Ireland, and if it 
be true, as I do not even admit it to be 
true, that the Irish differences are ex- 
pressed with more Celtic vehemence than 
our differencesare expressed, at any rate, I 
think we may take that as a proof that 
we do not, and never shall, thoroughly 
understand the Irish character, and that 
our best hopes for seeing Irish business 
—distinctly Irish business—satisfactorily 
carried on is by means of the Irish them- 
selves—that is the deliberate conviction 
at which I have arrived.  [* Hear, 
hear!”] I am convinced that you in 
your time will yet have to acknowledge 
it, and that you also will yet have to see 
self-government extended not merely to 
Treland, but possibly to Scotland as well, 
and I would not even limit the devolu- 
tion to those two countries. I fully 
admit that we have got to bring more 
conviction than has hitherto been the 
case to the heart and the mind of “the 
predominant partner,” but I differ from 
The Times in thinking that that convic- 
tion will not yet be brought. My Lords, 
you, at any rate, even with your vast 
majority, cannot be said to have settled 
the Irish question. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
You cannot rest on the mere negative 
policy of maintaining the Union. There 
is a sentence of the shortest in an author 
to whom Unionist and Tory orators are 
fond of appealing—I mean Lord 
Macaulay, a bitter opponent of what he 
called repeal of the Union—which I 
think I must cite to your Lordships. 
He says, speaking of Mr. Pitt’s policy 
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(it is the thing we have all said fre- 
quently, but few of us have the art to 
say it as well as Lord Macaulay)— 


“Unhappily, of all his projects for the benefit 
of Ireland, the Union alone was carried into 
effect, and therefore that Union was a Union 
only in name.” 


You cannot continue to exist as a 
Government on a policy of maintaining 
that which one of the greatest supporters 
of the Union called a Union only in 
name. {* Hear, hear!”] You must 
legislate for Ireland. You are sending 
a Member of the Cabinet to govern her. 
You have as Lord Chancellor in Ireland 
another Member of the Cabinet. May 
we not hope that you by these indica- 
tions are showing to us you are not 
indifferent to the problem of Ireland, and 
you, at any rate in regard to that great 
question, are determined to legislate for 
Ireland, not, as was formerly the case, 
in absolute disregard of Irish opinions 
and ideas, but with some respect to the 
tendencies of the nation you have to 
govern. [‘ Hear, hear!”|] My Lords, 
I have to apologise to you for detaining 
you so long. I am immeasurably im- 
pressed by your great power and your 
great responsibility. I grudge you, as I 
have said, neither the one nor the other. 
I would rather hope and pray—in the 
spirit of a patriot, I hope, rather than 
the spirit of a politician—that abundance 
of wisdom and strength may be given 
you to use your great power and your 
unexampled opportunities in the fullest 
measure-for the benefit of the nation. 
[ Cheers. | 

The Marquess or SALISBURY, 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Prime Minister), who was received with 
Ministerial cheers, said: I naturally 
commence my observations in reply to 
the noble Lord by expressing my very 
hearty concurrence in the just and 
eloquent compliment which he paid my 
two noble Friends behind me. May I 
be permitted to rejoice that two of the 
hereditary Members of this House, bear- 
ing names among the most illustrious of 
those which it contains, have shown so 
much power of Debate and so high a 
promise of future eloquence and fame ? 
“ Hear, hear!”] The noble Lord com- 
plained that the Speech was a very short 
one. It appears to me that a short 
Speech befits a short Session, and that 
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where there is not very much to be done 
it is not necessary to spend many words 
in describing what we have undertaken. 
[* Hear, hear!”] The noble Lord had in 
im the stirrings of a long and mighty 
oration, and I am afraid he felt the 
Speech was an inadequate pedestal on 
which to lift it up. [A laugh.] The 
noble Lord’s complaints were principally 
complaints of his own ignorance. He 
dwelt much upon his ignorance of what 
was our policy in Chitral, and he showed 
that ignorance by imputing to it 
features which it certainly does not 
possess. He blamed us for increasing 
the military expenditure of India. We 
do not intend to increase the military 
expenditure of India. He blamed us 
for increasing the military force that is 
at the command of the Indian Govern- 
ment. We have no intention of in- 
creasing the military force at the com- 
mand of the Indian Government. He 
blamed us for breaking the language of 
the Proclamation which one of Her 
Majesty’s generals had made. We 
entirely deny that anything we have 
done, or intend to do, can, by the very 
harshest construction, be construed to 
break the promises into which we have 
entered. [‘ Hear, hear!”] On all these 
matters the noble Lord was in error. I 
do not blame him, for he has had no 
means of information ; but I should have 
thought, merely as a question of the 
economy of time, it would have been 
better to reserve his attack on the 
policy of the Government in Chitral 
until papers are laid on the table which 
show what that policy has been. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”| Ishall not attempt to extem- 
porise a minute description of the 
measures which have been recommended 
by the Government of India, or point 
out to what extent, and in what respect 
they have been accepted and sanctioned 
by the Government at home. I imagine 
that papers will be very speedily in your 
Lordships’ hands which will show the 
precise boundaries and limits of our 
policy in that respect. I will only say 
this, that we held the abandonment of 
Chitral to be, if it was defensible as a 
question of physical strategy, most un- 
wise as a question of moral strategy, 
and that it would have had, in our 
judgment, a detrimental effect upon the 
tribes which lie between the occupied 
ground and the outer frontiers of India, 
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which would not have been without) place, I must join with the noble Earl in 
influence on the course of future events, | expressing the horror with which we 
and the development of future dangers, | have heard of the terrible events in 
and which certainly were sutliciently| China. Without dwelling on the fact 
serious to make us hesitate to adopt a|that those who have suffered those 
policy of abandonment for which we | ‘terrible crimes are ministers of religion, 
found no sufficient argument in the! looking upon them merely as travellers, 
papers that were left to us by our pre- | British subjects enjoying certain rights 
decessors. [‘ Hear, hear!”] My Lords, under treaty engagements with the 
in the same manner the noble Lord | Chinese Government, we have a right to 
has gone largely into the question of | feel the deepest indignation at the hor- 
the Bills that we intend to introduce. | rible treatment to which they have been 
Would it not be, again, as an|subjected. [“Hear, hear!”] I am 
economy of time, more simple to wait} bound to say that that feeling, so far as 
till next Session of Parliament, when| we know, is fully shared by the Chinese 


Answer to Her 


these Bills will be introduced? They 
cannot be introduced now, and does the 
noble Lord seriously imagine that we shal] | 
describe them before they have come into | 
existence? [Laughter.| I am not going | 
to follow him into a very wide area of | 
his observations. They certainly are not 
justified by the character of the Speech, | 





|are guilty of these atrocious crimes. 


Government itself. The Emperor of 
China caused his Minister at this Court 
to convey to me the extreme horror and 
indignation with which he had heard the 
news and his resolution to bring to 
speedy and condign justice those “who 
I 


quite agree with the view the neble Lord 


and I do not know that any advantage | adv anced—or was it by my noble Friend 
is gained from travelling beyond the | behind me ?—that it is not only those 
limits of the Speech into such large and | who were the actual perpetrators of the 
extensive disquisitions upon the ‘policy | crime, but also those whose connivance 
which it is possible for us to adopt. I)|or carelessness may have created the 
shall not describe our intentions with | (opportunity for the perpetration of 
respect to the constitution of this House | the crimes ought equally to be brought 
or with respect to the adoption of Home | under punishment. At present we 
Rule. TI shall not even describe our| have every reason to believe that the 
intentions with respect to the liquor! Chinese Government is earnest in its 
traffic, on which the noble Lord was so/| desire to measure out to them the justice 
anxious to have received more of a lead| they deserve. Of course, if any different 
from my noble friends behind me. All | indications shall arise, our duty may 
these things, no doubt, will come up for | alter. [“« Hear, hear ! "| At present our 
discussion at the proper time when we | duty is to urge the Chinese Government 
have before us the materials on which|to put the machinery of justice in 


discussion can be based. When we have 
produced a Reform Bill for the House of 
Lords it will be time enough to discuss 
it. [Laughter.| When we have sketched | | 
our mode of granting Home Rule to| 
Treland it will be time , enough to discuss 
it. [‘* Hear, hear !”] When we have 
made a fresh incursion into that perilous 
and thorny country which is occupied 
by the champions and the adversaries of | 
the liquor traffic—when we have done | 
that, again our propositions will be sub- 
ject to ‘the discussion of the noble Lord, 
but I do not think it is my business to 
improvise for him on this occasion a 
series of legislative measures on these 
questions. I should prefer to make a 


few observations—and they shall be very 
few—upon the matters which have been 
alluded to in the Speech, and, in the first 


Marquess of Salisbury. 





motion and visit the due penalty upon 
the crimes that have been committed, to 
support it in that action ; and if any 
| neglect or lukewarmness shall be after- 
wards discoverable, it will be our duty 
to try and supply its defects in that res- 
pect. [‘‘Hear, hear!”] At present there 
is the most meagre possible information. 
The crime only took place a fortnight 
ago, and all we know is that her 
Majesty’s Consul, accompanied by an 
escort, has gone down to the scene of 
the murder, and we know that the 
Emperor of China has also sent a large 
military escort in attendance upon 
officers whose business it is to investi- 
gate thecrime. Until we receive further 
details from them it is impossible for us 
to say more. With respect to Armenia, 
the observations made by the noble Earl 
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are so completely in harmony with those I 
wish to make that I need not dwell upon 
them long. We have accepted the policy 
which our predecessors had initiated ; 
we have done our best to carry it out. 
[ * Hear, hear!” | We have received a| 
certain amount of assurance that reforms 
will be set on foot in those districts 
which have most suffered, and we believe 
that for the present there is no danger 
of these terrible disturbances or horrible 
crimes being renewed. But what at pre- 
sent we have not succeeded in obtaining 
is an adequate guarantee for the execution 
of these reforms. It is to that object that 
our efforts must be directed. Up to this 
point we have received the most loyal 
and complete support from the Govern- 
ments of France and Russia—{‘ hear, 
hear ! ”|—and they have expressed their 
earnest desire to maintain their co-opera- 
tion with us throughout. [Cheers.] IE, 
the Sultan has interposed delays, pro- 
crastination, excuses which do not seem 
to us valid and do not seem to us wise, 
it is, unfortunately, in obedience to a 
delusion by which Turkish Governments | 
have been for too long guided. His one 
fear appears to be lest he should do any- 
thing which would sacrifice the apparent 
independence of his country. It is a 
noble sentiment, to which we desire to 
give every sympathy, but the indepen- 
dence of Turkey, though it is written in 
the public law of Europe, though it is 
guaranteed by the treaties of Berlin and 
Paris, is yet a very special kind of 
independence ; it is independence that 
exists by reason of the agreement of 
other Powers that they will not interfere 
with it, and that they will maintain it: 
and the danger, of course, which the 
Powers have felt from the first time that 
this policy was initiated has been lest in 
maintaining the Turkish Empire, in 
protecting it from the possible ambitions 
of other Powers, in giving to it a 
stability which it would not naturally 
possess—their fear has been lest they | 
should be upholding a mechanism which | 
did not work for human hapiness and | 
progress, but rather showed tendencies 
towards weak government and towards | 
free license to the antagonism of creed | 
and of race which has for so many cen- | 
turies been the curse of the provinces of | 
the Turkish Empire. Europe has main- | 
tained the Turkish Empire, and yet, by | 
the stipulations it has constantly | 
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exacted, it has shown its apprehension 
lest, by giving to it factitious stability, it 
might produce more misery than benefit 
to the human race. How long the 
present state of things will go on I con- 
fess appears to me more doubtful than it 
did twenty years ago. The noble Lord 
himself said that the permanence of the 
Sultan’s rule was involved in the conduct 
that he pursued. If, generation after 
generation, cries of misery come up from 


| various parts of the Turkish Empire, I am 


sure the Sultan cannot blind himself to 
the probability that Europe will at some 
time or other become weary of the appeals 
that are made to it, and the factitious 
strength that is given to his Empire will 
fail it. I have earnestly tried to impress 
upon the Turkish Government the ex- 
treme gravity of the conduct which it 
has pursued ; but at the same time to 
impress upon it that there is no Govern- 
ment more anxious to maintain the 
Ottoman Empire than the English 
Government. If I may speak for a 
moment of partisan matters, there is no 
Party more anxious than that with which 
I have the honour to be connected to 
maintain the integrity and the indepen- 
dence of the Ottoman Empire, which is 
sanctioned by treaties. The Sultan will 
make a grave and calamitous mistake if, 
for the sake of maintaining a mere 
formal independence, for the sake of 
resisting a possible encroachment on his 
nominal prerogatives, he refuses to 
accept the assistance and to listen to 
the advice of the European Powers 
in extirpating from his dominions 
an anarchy and a weakness which no 
treaties and no sympathy will prevent 
from being fatal in the long run to the 
Empire over which he rules. [Cheers.] 
My Lords, I do not wish to dilate upon 
any of the domestic matters which the 
noble Lord hag*brought before us, and I will 
not even stop to_repudiate any imputa- 
tations of extravagant joy he attributes 
to us at the results of the late General 
Election. I should have thought his own 
experience—an experience which he 
expressed in somewhat forcible language 
just before the dissolution—would have 
told him that that exultation must be a 
very qualified emotion on our part ; but 
I do not agree with him that we cannot 
draw some lesson from this Election. It 
is, no doubt, an incident in our Consti- 
tution—I think it is, perhaps, a defect— 
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that when the great oracle speaks we 
are never quite certain what the great 
oracle said, and that consequently an 
appeal to the people has only this one 
certain feature about it, that we shall 
not know to which of the many litiga-| the position of the House of Lords. Well, 
tions we have submitted to them the| the Election has taken place. The reply 
words “Yes” or “No” have been re-| of the nation has been as emphatic, pro- 
turned by the great jury on whose ver-| bably more emphatic, than the reply of 
dict we depend. But inthe present case|the nation ever was before. I quite 
we, at all events in this House, have a|agree with him, we cannot certainly say 
right to remember that the Election in| what was in the minds of the electors ; 
terested us in an especial degree. On| but I think we may certainly say this— 
the last occasion — before the dissolution | that they do not see in the position 
—that I had the honour of addressing| which the House of Lords has asserted 
the House I called the attention of the/ for itself, in the position which it occu- 
House to the peculiar character which| pies with respect to the parties of the 
the late Prime Minister himself, in the | State or the legislation of the country 
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That was not the only appeal the noble 
Lord made ; I have quoted it to him 
before. At Bradford he, in the most 
emphatic language, declared that the one 
subject for the next Election was to be 


Answer to Her 





most earnest and emphatic language, | 


hal attached to the Election that was 
coniing on. Then the noble Lord would 
not tolerate the idea that it was to be 
an election on beer, or an election even 
upon Home Rule ; it was to be an elec- 
tion only upon one subject, and that 
was what he was pleased to call the 
legislative preponderance of the House 
of Lords. He told us the House of 
Lords put the Liberal Party into mana- 
cles, and he told us that one great object 
of the Election was to prevent that state 
of things from continuing. 


*“T can understand,” 
said the noble Lord at the Eighty Club, 


“your asking, when I have got to this pitch, 
whet is it for which you wish concentration ? 
For what purpose do you demand a majority ? 
You say you cannot present a dozen great ques- 
tionsin line. Is there one question that embraces 
and involves them all? I say there is. I say 
that question is the question of the domination 
of the House of Lords. That is the question— 
I do not speak as a leader, but as an individual 
and as a Liberal—that is the question, I say, 
on which I am pledged to fight the Election of 
1895.” 


I presume the noble Lord fulfilled this 
pledge. 


“That is a question,” 
he went on, 


“which permanently controls the Liberal Party, 
which relegates the Liberal Party, except in an 
overwhelming majority in some single matter, 
to impotence in the councils of the nation. 
That is a question which involves and concentrates 
in itself all those other causes in which you 
specially may bear a particular interest.”’ 


Marquess of Salisbury. 


—they do not see any evil which 
should induce them to protest, or any 
object for which they should modify 
the votes that on other subjects they 
might be inclined to give when they 
are summoned to the poll. That is 
putting it very low indeed. My be- 
lief is that this strong disinclination to 
interfere with the great foundations of 
our Constitutional system has much to 
|do with the decision at which the people 
have arrived, and I think we may class 
this great appeal which has been carried 
from the House of Lords.to the people 
with the other great appeal with which 
the noble Lord of all men is most familiar, 
the appeal that was made against Mr. 
Pitt 110 years ago, when again the forces 
‘of the Radical Party were directed 
| indignantly against the House of Lords, 
supported then by the eloquence which 
|the noble Lord has quoted of the great 
|leader, Mr. Burke. They were referred 
tu the country in all confidence, as now, 
iby the Radical Party; and then, as 
now, the country returned emphatically 
‘the answer that they saw nothing to 
| complain of in the action of the House of 
| Lords, and they would not allow the 
|institutions of the country to be dis- 
| turbed. [ Cheers. | 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: The 
noble Marquess remembers it was a 
Tory Party as well as a Radical Party, 
'a Tory Party led by Lord North in 
| coalition with the party led by Mr. Fox. 


| THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
| do not know that the Tory Party looked 
| upon Lord North’sproceedings as authori- 


| tative. 
| 


} 














53 Majesty's Most 
THe Eart or ROSEBERY: That 


is a matter of discrimination. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY : If 
the noble Lord tells me that Mr. Pitt 
was a Radical I can only bow to his 
superior knowledge. 

THe Eart or ROSEBERY : No, no! 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
This is my answer to the criticisms which 
the noble Lord has passed upon this Elec- 
tion. Ido not in the least dispute the 
sources of comfort he has. I am quite 
aware of the existence of the pendulum. 
Ido notsuppose the pendulum has stopped 
swinging for our particular benefit, but 
if the noble Lord chooses to hitch on the 
pendulum his impracticable scheme of 
Home Rule he will find it will not 
swing so freely or so abundantly in his 
direction as otherwise he might have a 
right to expect. He must shake off that 
encumbrance of Home Rule if he wishes 
to lead a powerful Liberal Party again in 
Office ; and I thought I observed in his 
speech this evening a not indistinct indi- 
cation that he had some such project in 
view. [Laughter.| But what the Elec- 
tion is remarkable for is the appeal that 
has been made to the people upon a 
special and great organic question. It 
is a very serious difficulty in our Consti- 
tution that we have no special protection 
for the organic laws upon which our 
Constitution rests. Every other popular 
Constitution of the world we find sur- 
rounded with some special protection for 
the great fundamental measures upon 
which their polity is based. We have no 
such protection. They can be destroyed 
in a night by the House of Commons, if 
the protection of the House of Lords is 
not able to uphold them. But the great 
value of such appeals and such decisions 
is this—that they are not advertisement 
to the Liberal Parties of the future that 
constant revolution is not the political 
food upon which the English people 
desire to be fed. [Cheers.] Parliament 
exists for other things. The tinkering 
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great lesson of this Election is to dissipate 
that doctrine to the winds. We may be 
successful or we may fail in our efforts to 
ameliorate the condition of the people by 
the social legislation that we shall pro- 
pose. We can only do our best, and 
trust to a candid judgment. But whe- 
ther we succeed or whether we shall fail, 
it is proclaimed to both Parties that, in 
the main, from henceforth, they must 
fight within bounds of the Constitution ; 
and that it is not the rearrangement of 
political machinery, but it is the improve- 
ment of the daily life of struggling 
millionsand the diminution of the sorrows 
that so many are condemned to bear, 
which is the task—the blessed task— 
that Parliaments are called into- exist- 
ence to perform; and which, I trust, 
with the noble Lord, that—whether this 
Government is in power, or any other Gov- 
ernment—henceforth all Governments 
will feel to be the highest, the exclusive 
duty that any statesmen, or advisers of 
the Queen, or Leaders of Parliamentary 
Parties can be called upon or privileged 
to perform. [Cheers.] 

*Eart COW PER said that,as he would 
not have any other opportunity of doing 
so for five months, he rose to call atten- 
tion to a question which, as it had not 
assumed a party character, was not so 
much discussed as many other matters. 
He meant the establishment of a great 
teaching university for the great Metro- 
polis of London. He would only touch 
upon the necessity for such a University 
—which, indeed, was widely acknow- 
ledged—and would not enter at all into 
the particular plan for the establish- 
ment of such a University, which was 
before Parliament when Parliament 
was dissolved. Everybody was agreed 
that it was a positive disgrace that 
the great population of London was 
not possessed of that which almost 
every Capital in Europe possessed—a 
great teaching University, because they 
could not call by that name the 





at the mechanism of the Constitution is| University of London, which was merely 
at the best an evil necessity, and cannot | an examining board, well as it did its 
be more than an exceptional proceeding. | work, and eminent as were the people 
The Liberal Party have committed fault connected with it, and which, in spite 
in believing that for all time they were of its name, had no more to do with 
to uproot, and uproot, and uproot, and| London than it had to do with the rest 
that no other result is to come from the | of the United Kingdom. What was 
political exertions of their followers, and| wanted was that for which for years 
from the efforts that are made by even | thinking people were striving, namely, 
the two bodies of the Legislature. The|that there should be a proper and 
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economical system of teaching, which 
would apply to poor as well as to rich, 
and which would conduct the student 
from point to point up to that final 
examination which could only be con- 
sidered the crowning of the whole, and 
by which the stamp of a completed 
education would be conferred. He would 
not go into the plan proposed by the 
Commission of which he had the honour 
to be chairman. He would only say 
—and as he was only one out of its 
thirteen Members, he could say it with- 
out any vanity—that it was a strong 
Commission, and that it had represented 
every kind of difference of opinion which 
had up to that time been formed on 
the subject. Those who had considered 
the matter might be grouped into three 
parties. First, there were those in 
favour of the scheme put forward by the 
Senate of the University of London, by 
which that body was to undertake the 
work, and by which it was to be affiliated 
to the different educational institutions 
interested in the question. Then there 
were the advocates of the professorial 
system, at the head of which was 
Professor Huxley, that distinguished 
man whose loss the country had lately 
to mourn. This body wished that all 
the existing institutions should be 
absorbed into one whole, and their funds 
appropriated ; their duties undertaken 
and everything done by a professorial 
body. The third body consisted of 
those who advocated that the existing 
London University should be left as it 
was, and that a new University should 
be formed by the junction of University 
College, King’s College, and the ten 
medical schools of the country. Those 
three bodies were heard at great length 
before the Commission, and also every 
other kind of evidence they thought 
could possibly help them to come to a 
decision on the question. Indeed, the 
Commission had been blamed for admit- 
ting too much evidence—evidence of a 
discursive character, but that was a fault 
on the right side. The hearing of evidence 
occupied the Commission 60 days and 
they met on 50 other days merely for 
discussion. The consequence was, that 


they talked themselves into unanimity, 
and their Report which was part of 
their joint labours, was received with 
approval by all the bodies he had 


Earl Cowper. 
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mentioned, by all the different institu- 
tions interested in the question, by Pro- 
fessor Huxley and. those whom he repre- 
sented, by those who had originally 
advocated a second University, by the 
Royal College of Surgeons, the Royal 
College of Physicians, and by the Senate 
of the University of London, although 
that Senate would come to an end if the 
plan of the Commission were to come 
into operation. Even those members of 
Convocation who had anything to do 
with London, and were, therefore, able to 
attend its meetings, after along discussion 
in which some difference of opinion was 
removed, had expressed themselves in 
favour of the plan. It was quite true 
that what might be called the Country 
Members of Convocation, those who 
lived at a distance and were only able 
to vote by proxy, were, by a majority, of 
a different opinion, chiefly because of a 
mistaken notion that the degree which 
they had taken and of which they were 
so proud, would in future be diminished 
in value. But he maintained that if the 
plan of the Commission were adopted 
the wishes of everybody connected with 
London would be carried out. His ob- 
ject in bringing forward the matter now 
was that he was afraid that this unani- 
mity of opinion might not possibly con- 
tinue to exist in the same degree in the 
future. The mere fact that so many 
people in London were anxious about 
the matter necessarily tended to create 
divisions of opinion on small matters, 
and these divisions would have a ten- 
dency to increase as long as the question 
was left open. He therefore regretted 
that steps had not been taken sooner by 
the Government in regard to the plan of 
the Commission. This matter had been 
long before the country. Six years ago 
a Commission was appointed, under the 
late Lord Selborne, and it reported on 
the same lines as the late Commission 
had reported. For two years nothing 
was done. Then three and a half years 
ago another Commission, over which he 
had the honour of presiding, was ap- 
pointed. That, after sitting for two 
years, reported to Parliament, but 
nothing had been done yet. If in 
the Session before last a Bill had been 
brought forward to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Commission, it would 


have slipped through utterly unopposed 
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and with as little difficulty as an ordi- to make an exception from the general 
nary Private Bill. Even last Session a rule, which has been universally ac- 
Bill would easily have passed if Parlia- quiesced in, and now to introduce 
ment had not come to an untimely end, | legislation on this subject, which cannot 
and the Bill, which he was grateful to be said to be of first and most 
the late Government for bringing in,| urgent necessity. I may state 
would have become law. He could not,| that, like our predecessors, we are 
of course, hope that in the present short strongly convinced of the desirability 
Session anything would be done, although and even of the necessity of meeting 
he wished that it could. But if an! the views which have been expressed in 
expression of opinion could be elicited | favour of the establishment of a Teaching 
from Her Majesty’s Ministers to say | University for London, and I am sure 
that they were disposed to regard this! that Her Majesty’s Government and the 
subject favourably, that declaration, to- country are deeply indebted to my noble 
gether with the fact that the late Govern- Friend and his colleagues for the 
ment brought in a Bill on the subject— | immense amount of labour and trouble 
showing that both sides were unanimous which they have expended in examining 
—would have the effect of preventing | this question. But while we are entirely 
those new differences of opinion arising | at one with our predecessors in desiring. 
which he deprecated, and would en- the establishment of such a teaching 
courage the hopes of those who now for; University, my noble Friend is rather 
many years had been striving under | under a misapprehension as to the 
every kind of difficulty for this end, and| degree of unanimity which exists in 
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who would be assured that the ques-| 


tion would not be again indefinitely 
postponed. 

THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE 
(Lord President of the Council): My 
noble Friend was good enough to inform 
me of his intention to call attention to 
this question ; and I was obliged to tell 
him that, although this would perhaps 
be the most convenient opportunity, if 
he desired to say anything on the subject 
during the present Session, there was 
only one answer which could possibly be 
given to him on behalf of Her Majesty’s 


Government. It has been stated in the | 





regard to the mode by which that 
teaching University shall be established. 
My noble Friend has mentioned the 
unanimity with which the present 
scheme has been received by many im- 
portant bodies in the country, but he has 
passed over somewhat lightly the strong 
objection taken to the scheme by a large 
and not unimportant section of Con- 
vocation. It has not been possible for 
any of my colleagues to look into this 
matter very closely, and I am afraid 
that, as it is impossible to legislate at 
present, it would be premature on my 


Queen’s Speech itself, and repeatedly in| part to commit the Government wholly 
the course of this Debate, that under the | to the scheme in the shape proposed by 


present circumstances Her Majesty’s 
Government intend to proceed with no 
legislative measures whatever, except 
such as are absolutely necessary for 
carrying on the business of the country. 
My noble Friend is perfectly well aware 
that it would be quite impossible to carry 
out a settlement of this question without 
legislation. As he has stated, a Bill was 





introduced by the late Government for | 
the purpose of carrying out the recom- | 
mendations of his Commission, but was | 
not proceeded with, even to the Second | 
Reading. It would be quite inaponsibe | 


his Commission. I can only assure my 
noble Friend that the subject will receive 
careful attention on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government before Parliament 
meets again for legislative business ; and 
that we are fully aware of the deep 
obligations under which the country has 
been placed by the very large amount of 
trouble which my noble Friend has given 
to the discussion of the question. 


Address agreed to, nemine dissentiente, 
and ordered to be presented to Her 
Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 
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Elections : 
CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. 


The Eart or Mortey Appointed, 
memine dissentiente, to take the Chair 
in all Committees of this House for this 
Session. 
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CoMMITTEE FOR PRIVILEGES — Ap- 


pointed. 


Sus-CoMMITTEE FOR THE J OURNALS— 
Appointed. 


SroPpPAGES IN THE StrrReetTs—Order 
to prevent, renewed. 


APPEAL CoMMITTEE—A ppointed. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


‘EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION (LONDON) BILL [H.L. |, 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 4) BILL [H.L.], 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (TOTTENHAM) 
BILL [H.L. ], 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL [H.L.], 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L.], 


THe CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES ac- 
quainted the House that (pursuant to 
the Resolutions of the 4th of July last 
respecting Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bills) prints of the Bills, together 
with a declaration in each case signed 
by an officer of the department by which 
the Orders to be confirmed by such Bill 


were made, had been lodged in the! 


Private Bill Office; Bills presented ; 
read 1* and 2*; Committees negatived ; 


Bills read 3* and passed, and sent to the | 


Commons. 


The Lord Lamington—Took the Oath. 


House adjourned at Seven o’clock, to 
Monday next, quarter past 
Four o’clock. 


{COMMONS} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 15th August 1895. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners :— 

The House went :—and, having re- 
turned :— 

Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath, and several other 
Members made and subscribed the 
Affirmation required by Law. — 


COUNTY OF CAVAN (WEST CAVAN 
DIVISION) AND LONDONDERRY 
CITY ELECTION. 

*Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the 


House that he had received the following 
letter from Mr. Edmund Francis Vesey 
Knox, returned as Member for the 
County of Cavan (West Cavan Division), 
and also for Londonderry City, making 
his election to serve for the City of 
Londonderry :— 
12th August, 1895. 
“ To the Right Honble. 
The Speaker. 

“ Sir,—I beg to inform you that, having been 
elected for the West Cavan Division of the County 
of Cavan and for Londonderry City, it is my 
intention to sit for Londonderry City. 

“T have the honour to be 
“ Yours fuithfully, 
“Epwunp Francis Vestry Knox.” 


ELECTIONS: SESSIONAL ORDERS, 

On the Sessional Order relating to the 
return of Members for two or more 
places, 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) 


said the order was somewhat ambiguous 


‘in its wording, having regard to the 


fact that there were, under various Acts, 
various periods within which petition 
might be presented. Twenty-one days 
after the return (not counting Sundays), 
was the time under the old Corrupt 
Practices Act. He wished to ask what, 


in a case such as had occurred, of a 
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Member of the House who was at a 
distance—in Australia—was the course 
he should pursue to inform the Speaker 
of his intention as to which of the two 
places he would sit for, within a week, 
which was the time allowed by the rule ? 

Mr. SPEAKER replied that the 
Sessional Order stated that a Member 
returned for two places should make his 
election. It was for the House to say in 
each particular case whether it was 
satisfied that the Member had made his 
election. The Order itself did not state 
whether it was to be made by a Member 
in his place in the House, by letter, or 
otherwise. Each particular case must | 
be decided on the particular facts 
brought to the notice of ‘the House. 

Ordered, That all Members who are 
returned for two or more places in any 
part of the United Kingdom do make 
their election for which of the places 
they will serve, within one week after it 
shall appear that there is no question 
upon the Return for that place; and if 
anything shall come in question touch- 
ing the Return or Election of any 
Member, he is to withdraw during the 
time the matter is in debate; and that 
all Members returned upon double 
Returns do withdraw till their Returns 
are determined. 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, | 
except such Peers of Ireland as shall for | 
the time being be actually elected, and | 
shall not have declined to serve, for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
hath any right to give his vote in the 
Election of any Member to serve in 
Parliament. 

Resolved, That it is a high infringe- 
ment of the liberties and privileges of 
the Commons of the United Kingdom 
for any Lord of Parliament, or other 
Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of 
Treland at the time elected, and not 
having declined to serve for any county, 
city, or borough of Great Britain, to 
concern himself in the Election of Mem- 
bers to serve for the Commons in Parlia- 
ment, except only any Peer of Ireland, | 
at such Elections in Great Britain | 
respectively where such Peer shall 
appear as a Candidate, or by himself, or 
any others, be proposed to be elected ; 
or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor 
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of any county to avail himself of any 





Proceedings. 62 


authority derived from his Commission, 
to influence the Election of any Member 
to serve for the Commons in Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been elected or returned 
a Member of this House, or endeavoured 
so to be, by Bribery, or any other cor- 
rupt practices, this House will p 
with the utmost severity against all such 
persons as shall have been wilfully con- 
cerned in such Bribery or other corrupt 
practices. 


WITNESSES. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been tampering with 
any Witness, in respect of his evidence 
to be given to this House, or any Com- 
mittee thereof, or directly or indirectly 
hath endeavoured to deter or hinder any 
person from appearing or giving evidence, 
the same is declared to be a high crime 
and misdemeanor ; and this House will 
proceed with the utmost severity against 
such offender. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath given false evidence in 
any case before this House, or any Com- 
mittee thereof, this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Ordered, That the Commissioners of 
the Police of the Metropolis do take care 
that, during the Session of Parliament, 
the passages through the streets leading 
to this House be kept free and open, and 
that noobstruction be permitted to hinder 
the passage of Members to and from this 
House, and that no disorder be allowed 
in Westminster Hall, or in the passages 
leading to this House, during the sitting 
of Parliament, and that there be no 
annoyance therein or thereabouts ; and 
that the Serjeant-at-Arms attending this 
House do communicate this Order to the 
Commissioners aforesaid. 


VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Ordered, That the Votes and Proceed- 
ings of this House be printed, being 
first perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that 
he do appoint the printing thereof ; and 
that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same. 
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Welsh Intermediate 


PRIVILEGES. 
Ordered, That a Committee of Privi- 
leges be appointed. 


OUTLAWRIES BILL. 


Bill “ for the more effectual preventing 
Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


JOURNAL. 


Ordered, That the Journal of this 
House, from the end of the last Session 
to the end of the present Session, with 
an Index thereto, be printed. 


Ordered, That 750 Copies of the said 
Journal and Index be printed by the 
appointment and under the direction of 
Sir Reginald Francis Douce Palgrave, 
K.C.B., the Clerk of this House. 


Ordered, That the said Journal and 
Index be printed by such person as shall 
be licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no 
other person do presume to print the 
same. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 

Order [6th July], That the Paper 
relative to National Debt do lie upon 
the Table, read, and discharged.—/ Mr. 
Hanbury.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (ESTIMATES, 1895-6). 

Estimates presented, for Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments for the year 
ending 3lst March, 1895, with Memo- 
randum by the late Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
—[No. 404.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE, 1895-6). 

Estimate presented, of the Sums re- 
quired to be voted for the Service of the 
_ year ending 3lst March, 1896, in 
addition to the Sums provided in the 
Estimates presented in the current year 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed.—[ No. 405.] 


{COMMONS} 
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ARMY, NAVY, CIVIL SERVICES, AND 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1895-6. 


Copy presented, of Statements of the 
amounts already voted and Balances 
remaining to be voted for the year 
ending 31st March, 1896 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
—[No. 406.] 


NATIONAL DEBT. 


Copy presented, of Return showing 
(1) the Aggregate Gross Liabilities of 
the State as represented by the Nominal 
Funded Debt, Estimated Capital Value 
of Terminable Annuities, Unfunded 
Debt, and other Liabilities in:‘respect of 
Debt, the Estimated Assets, and the 
Exchequer Balances, at the close of 
each Financial Year from 1835-6 to 
1894-5, both inclusive; and (2) the 
Gross and Net Expenditure charged 
annually during that period against the 
Public Revenue on account of the 
National Debt, and other Payments 
connected with Capital Liabilities (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 312, of Session 1894) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SMALL HOLDINGS ACT, 1892. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 20th June, 1895.—Mr. Mac- 
donald ;| to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed.—{ No. 407.] 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 
AMENDING ACTS, AND WELSH IN- 
TERMEDIATE EDUCATION ACT, 1889. 


Copy presented, of scheme for the 
management of the Funds contributed 
for the purposes of the Central Welsh 
Board by the Governing Bodies esta- 
blished, or to be established, by schemes 
for the administrative counties of 
Anglesey, Brecknock, Cardigan, Car- 
marthen, Carnarvon, Denbigh, Flint, 
Glamorgan, Merioneth, Monmouth, 


Montgomery, Pembroke, and Radnor, 
and the county boroughs of Cardiff, 
Newport, and Swansea, kc. [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 408.] 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented, of Statute made by 
the Convocation of Oxford University 
on 12th March, 1895, amending the 
Statute of the University concerning 
Boards of Faculties [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, to be printed.— 
[No. 409.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented, of Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Exeter College, 
Oxford, on 25th January, 1895, amend- 
ing Statutes II., III., IV., and V. of 
the Statutes of the College [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 410.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 

CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented, of Statutes made by 
the Governing Body of Jesus College, 
Oxford, on 2nd May, 1895, altering and 
amending Statute 4, Clauses 1, 19, 22, 
23, 31, and 36, and Statute 9, Clause 7, 
of the College Statutes [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 411.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE) 

Copy presented, of Statute made by 
by the University of Cambridge, on the 
8th February, 1895, altering Statute A, 
Chapter VI., of the Statutes of the Uni- 
versity [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed.—{No. 412.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 

Copy presented, of Statutes made by 
the Governing Body of Jesus College, 
Cambridge, on the 18th December, 1894, 
altering and amending Statutes XV. and 
XX. of the College Statutes [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
—[No. 413.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 

Copy presented of Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Magdalene Col- 
lege, Cambridge, on the 18th March, 
1895, amending Statute XII. of the 
Statutes of the College [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 414.] 
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POST OFFICE (AUSTRALIAN MAIL 
CONTRACTS). 

Copy ordered, of Contracts, dated the 
30th day of January, 1895, which have 
been entered into with the Peninsular 
and Oriental Steam Navigation Company 
and the Orient Steam Navigation Com- 
pany, for the conveyance of Mails to and 
from Australia, and of Treasury Minute 
thereon.—( Mr. Hanbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 415.] 


JOHN DALY. 
*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wepsster, Isle of Wight), 
moved :— 


“That there be laid before this House a Certi- 
fied Copy of the Conviction, Judgment, and 
Sentence in the case of the Queen against John 
Daly, tried at the Assizes and General Delivery 
of the Gaol of our Lady the Queen, holden at 
Warwick on the 29th of July, 1884; also a 
Certificate from the Governor of Portland Prison, 
that the said John Daly is still imprisoned under 
the said Sentence.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford 
City) said he recognised that in the 
motion that the learned Attorney Gene- 
ral had made he had followed precedents 
set in similar cases in the past, and that 
it was merely a formal proceeding. But, 
at the same time, it was a first step in 
proceedings which had for their object 
to override the unanimous selection by 
the electors of Limerick of Mr. Daly as 
their Member. Therefore, although he 
admitted that precedent had so far been 
followed, and the matter before the House 
was more or less of a formal character 
which it would not be desirable to debate 
at any length, he, for his part, would 
enter his protest against this first step by 
dividing the House upon it. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid) 
said that, before a decision was arrived 
at, he would simply call the attention of 
the House to the indecorous behaviour of 
the Gentleman who was the Leader of the 
House—{ Ministerial cries of “Order !”| 

—and of a right hon. Gentleman who sat 
beside — cries of “ Order !”| 
If mens up and tried to do their 
best for poor men who happened to be 
in prison—{ Laughter |—this was noreason 
why right hon. Gentlemen who sat on 
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the Treasury Bench should snigger and 
sneer at them in an unbecoming way. 
[Irish cheers. | 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 77.—(Division List No. 1.) 


*Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: I 
beg to move that the papers be printed 
and be taken into consideration next 
Monday. 

Dr. TANNER: I object. 
order.” 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I should 
like to ask the Leader of the House 
whether, in the event of the Debate on 
the Address not being concluded by 
Monday, and having regard to the fact 
that one of the Amendments to the 
Address will be the subject of the advisa- 
bility of extending an amnesty to Daly 
and other persons, he will give an under- 
taking that the Motion with regard to 
Daly, of which this Motion is the prelude, 
should be adjourned. 

Tur FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour) (Man- 
chester, E.) : I trust that the Debate on 
the Address will be over by Monday 
[“ Hear, hear ! ” and cries of “ Oh! ”}, but 
I will give the assurance which the hon. 
Gentleman asksfor,and I may inform him 
and the House generally that we shall 
certainly not proceed with the Motion 
pointed to by the Motion of the Attorney 
General until the Debate on the Address 
is concluded. [* Hear, hear !”] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
said he should like to know whether the 
Motion was in Order. The House had 
some reason to complain of the entire 
absence of explanation on the part of 
the Government in relation to this 
matter. The Attorney General had 
given a notice which apparently contem- 
plated the fact that the Closure was to 
be put upon the Debate upon the 
Address to-morrow, and that the House 
would be able to proceed to discuss 
another Motion as the first Order of the 
day on Monday. Would not the Motion, 
therefore, if carried be used as an argu- 
ment for Closuring the Debate on the 
Address? It was very unusual that a 
Motion of this kind should be 
made by the Attorney General with- 
out giving some precedents to justify 
the course proposed to be taken. 
He had always understood that when 
the House made an Order of the kind 


314; 


[« Order, 


Dr. Tanner. 
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of the Day. Yet the Leader of the 
House said the Government would not 
take it first, but would whisk it off at 
their own volition. What an extra- 
ordinary way to treat the House! In 
the first place, the Attorney-General got 
up and suggested that they should take 
the subject on Monday ; then the Leader 
of the House got up, and in the airiest 
manner said they would not take that 
course at all. The proper Motion, in 
circumstances of this kind, was one 
which would enable the Government to 
make up their minds as to precedents of 
this kind. He begged to move that the 
Debate be now adjourned. [Cheers.] 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) seconded the motion. 
THe FIRST LORD ~-oF_ tHE 


TREASURY: I trust that the hon. 
and learned Gentleman will not press 
his Motion. The mind of the Govern- 
ment is expressed in the remarks I made 
just now. It is not in accordance with 
precedent, neither is it convenient, to 
interpolate into the middle of the Debate 
on the Address a discussion on some 
other subject. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman seems to suppose that I pro- 
posed to put the consideration of this 
matter down for Monday with a view to 
building up a case to closure the Debate 
on the Address. I can assure him that 
no such intention ever entered the head 
of any Member on this Bench. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] We expressed a hope that two 
nights would be adequate for the Debate 
on the Address; but should that not 
prove the case, it would be in accordance 
with precedent that that Debate should 
continue on Monday, and, it may be, 
on Tuesday, though I do not contemplate 
such a possibility. I hope the hon. and 
learned Gentleman will feel that our sole 
desire has been to meet the wishes of 
the House, including those Members who 
sit near him, and that he will abstain 
from pressing his motion. [Cheers.] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY, as a point of 
order, asked the Speaker whether, if the 
Government Motion were agreed to, the 
discussion of the matter must not come 
on, necessarily, as the first Order on 
Monday. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The Government 
can defer it or place it in what order 
they please. There is nothing out of 
order. [Ministerial cheers. | 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then is it 
necessary for the House to make any 
Order at all on the subject? [Cheers. | 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The Order is for the 
convenience of the House, but, when 
Monday comes, the Government can ask 
for a further postponement. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked 
whether it would be out of order to in- 
terpolate such a discussion into the 
Debate on the Address. In 1885 the 
Debate on the Queen’s Speech was 


adjourned. to discuss a battle in the! 


Soudan. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no sugges- 
tion of interpolating this discussion into 
the Debate on the Queen’s Speech. Does 
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the hon. and learned Member persist in 
his Motion for adjournment ? 
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be no attempt on the part of the 
Government to force through the 
House controversial Government Bills. 
There may, however, be one or two 
departmental measures which, if the 
House does not object, could be taken. 
[** Hear, hear ! ” 

Dr. TANNER: What about the Irish 
Land Bill—T. W. Russell’s Bill? 
[Cries of “ Order.” } 


NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Cavan (West 
Cavan Division),—in the room of 
Edmund Francis Vesey Knox, Esquire, 
who, having been returned for the said 
County of Cavan (West Cavan Division), 


‘and for the City of Londonderry, hath 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not | elected to sit for the City of London- 


wish to inconvenience the House. 


Question proposed, “That the Debate | 


be now adjourned.” 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. | 


Ordered, That the said papers be 


next, and be printed. [No. 416.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY: Perhaps it will be for the con- | 


venience of the House if I state that, 
at the earliest opportunity, I shall move 
an Amendment with regard to the 
business of the House, the general effect 
of which will be to confine the labours 
of this Session to Government business, 
and to abrogate for that purpose the 
Twelve o'clock rule. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, | 


Forest of Dean): Asked whether the 
Motion would be similar to the Motion of 
1892, stopping the introduction of Bills. 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said that it would. 
Dr. TANNER: Does the right hon. 


Gentleman say that it will be within 
our competence to try and prevent the 


murder of any more Missionaries in 
China ? [ Cries of “‘ Order.” | 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY, in reply to a further question 
by Mr. T. M. Heaty, said: There will 





‘derry. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION (LONDON) BILL [LORDs]. 


Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners for Petitions of Private Bills, 


|and to be printed.—{ Bill 339.] 
taken into consideration upon Monday | 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 4) BILL [LoRDs]. 

| Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed.—{ Bill 340.] 


| ELECTRIC 
| 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [LoRDs]. 


Read the first time ;"and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills, and to be printed.—{ Bill 341.] 


PROVISIONAL 
(TOTTENHAM) 





GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [u.L.]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
, Bills, and to be printed.—[ Bill 342.] 


GAS AND WATER”"ORDERS: CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.}. 

Readfthe first time ; and referred to 
to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed.— 
[Bill 343.] 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





THE QUEEN’S SPEECH. 

*Mr. SPEAKER reported Her Ma- 
jesty’s Speech delivered by Her Cuan- 
CELLOR, and read it to the House.— 
(See Page 17.) 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[FIRST NIGHT. | 
Mr. T. W. LEGH (Lancashire, 
Newton), who wore a Court dress, 
moved— 


“That an humble Address be presented to 
Her Majesty, as followeth ;— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful aud loyal 
Subjects, the Commons of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 
the Most Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.’ 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness), interposing 
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|ing the provision for the public service. 
|But if little appears in the Speech 
from the Throne, the circumstances 
under which the Speech is delivered 
are remarkable. If for no other 
reason this Parliament is remarkable 
in the enjoyment of the melancholy 
distinction of being the first one for 
over 60 years which has been deprived 
of the presence of ‘the Statesman who 
| was its most illustrious ornament. Nor 
|can the circumstances be overlooked 
|that a minority has been turned into 
|a majority of an almost unprecedented 
number. This fact can scarcely be 
ignored with propriety. Into the causes 
penme have brought about the recent 
‘change in the House of Commons I 
have no desire to inquire two closely. 
Explanations of an ingenious character 
have been advanced to account for 
|it —explanations which. were  inge- 
/nious, but occasionally contradictory. 
|A few years ago the Leader of the House 
| said that we were about to embark upon 


Answer to Her 








on a point of order, said: Mr. Speaker, | an era of small majorities, but that era 
in the Speech you have read, the word | seems already to have departed. I have 
“ English ” is used in reference to certain | no desire to inquire too closely into the 
Missionaries, As these Missionaries| causes which have brought about the 
were Scotch and Irish, and as this is the | present remarkable change of opinion ; 
first time in this Parliament—— [Zoud| many of the theories put forward are 


cries of ‘ Order.” | 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. I 
must inform the hon. Member that that 
is not a point of order. It may be a 
question of propriety of language. 

Dr. TANNER: Why should not the 
hon. Member—— [Loud cries of 
“Order,” amid which Dr. Tanner re- 
sumed his seat. | 

Mr. LEGH: I venture to ask for 
indulgence on a double ground : first, 
because I have not been one of 
those who have trespassed unduly 
on the patience of the House, and, 
secondly, because it is a difficult 
task to attempt to treat a controversial 
matter in an uncontroversial spirit. Nor 
is my task rendered less easy by the 
character of the subject itself, for to put 
the matter plainly, except on one par- 
ticular point, there is very little in the 
Speech. [Opposition laughter and cheers. | 
This is not a matter for surprise or for 
disappointment. Just as the policy 
of the present Cabinet was to obtain 
a dissolution at the earliest possible 
moment, so the only policy they would 
be justified in laying before the country 
at the present time is that of complet- 


‘unsound and contradictory. I do not 
|go so far as to say that economical 
difficulties will be removed by a change 
|of Government, or by legislative enact- 
|ments, but Governments are more or 
less responsible for the promotion or 
alienation of confidence. I venture to 
express a doubt as to whether some of 
the measures brought forward in the 
last Parliament were likely to promote 
confidence ; the measure for which the 
right hon. Leader of the Opposition was 
primarily responsible, for instance, was 
not likely to encourage the commercial 
class, and perhaps the Finance Actof 1894 
would come under the same category. 
If confidence has been in any way 
alienated, it is the first duty of the 
Government to restore and build it up 
again as soon as possible. The moral of 
the recent Election, I believe, is, that 
the people are less anxious for legislation 
than they were supposed to be, but are 
anxious for sound, practical administra- 
tion. The present majority is of almost 


an unprecedented character, and is a 
weapon of immense force; it is the 
earnest hope and expectation of all that 
this force may be used with discretion, 
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generosity and moderation, and that it will 
not be used for the furthering of paltry 
partizan objects, but for the benefit of 
the country at large. That portion of 
the Queen’s Speech which I imagine 
will give most satisfaction is that 
which states that no internal con- 
plication has arisen in any quarter 
which is calculated to endanger the 
peace of Europe. The Ministers of the 
Crown, however, are confronted with 
many questions in which great care is 
necessary. It is no disparagement to 
Lord Rosebery and Lord Kimberley to 
say that Lord Salisbury has inherited a 
task of great difficulty and delicacy, and 
the task is rendered more difficult by the 
peculiar fact that there is in this country 
a class of politicians who seem unfortu- 
nately to prefer every other country to 
their own. With regard to the war 
between China and Japan the policy of 
this country has been one of strict 
neutrality. We may hope that the 
peace which has been secured may lead 
to the development of British enterprise 
and commercein that portion of the world. 
Attention has been called to theatrocious 
outrages perpetrated upon our mission- 
aries in China. The persons who have 
been murdered or plundered were British 
subjects, who had violated no law, and 
were entitled to the protection which 
all states calling themselves civilised 
are bound to provide for those living 
within their territory. The attacks were 
apparently made, not because they were 
missionaries, but because they were 
foreigners. If these outrages are allowed 
with impunity, all the expectations 
which have been held out of opening up 
China to British commerce will be 
entirely defeated. It is feared that the 
provincial authorities in China are not 
free from complicity, and it is to be 
hoped that prompt action will be taken 
to punish the offenders and exact repar- 
ation. As regards Armenia we have asa 
nation made this question our own for the 
last 15 or 16 years, ever since the First 
Lord of the Admiralty went on his special 
mission to Constantinople, but little or 
nothing has been done on behalf of the 
Armenians in Asiatic Turkey. The 


melancholy fact remains that, in spite 
of all our efforts, the country has gone 
from bad to worse, until events have 
culminated in the recent outrages which 
have horrified Europe. This is not a 
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Party question, and important meetings 
have been held to strengthen Lord 
Salisbury’s hands. It is not a question, 
however, which can be settled by meet- 
ings in this country, but by our Repre- 
sentatives abroad acting in conjunction 
with the Powers, and the resources 
of diplomacy are not exhausted. 
These questions are of a difficult and 
complex nature, and will have to be 
dealt with in a careful and patient 
manner; but a hopeful feature about 
all these questions of external policy is 
that the principle of continuity of 
foreign policy has to a great extent 
been established. It is to be hoped 
that we shall no longer witness the 
spectacle of our Government undoing 
the work of its predecessor. It is too 
much to hope for agreement on all 
points, but at any rate it is within the 
bounds of possibility that upon all great 
vital issues the various parties in the 
State will sink their differences and 
unite in the common cause of national 
interests. That is a consummation I 
devoutly wish for. I belive it will form 
the best and surest guarantee, not only 
for the security of our own position 
amongst the great Powers of Europe, 
but also for the preservation of peace 
throughout the civilised world. In 
conclusion, I beg to thank the House 
for the patience with which it has 
listened to me, and to move :— 


‘‘That we, your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to thank your 
Majesty for the most gracious Speech which 
your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.’’ 


Mr. T. H. ROBERTSON (Hackney, 
S.), who wore a Court dress, said : 
Deeply as I feel the honour conferred 
upon me in allowing me to Second this 
Motion, at the present moment I feel 
much more deeply how much I stand in 
need of the indulgence of the House— 
an indulgence which, I believe, is never 
refused to a Member when he makes his 
maiden speech, and still less one who 
never had an opportunity of hearing a 
speech delivered within these walls until 
the one just made, and who is called upon 
toaddress thisancient assembly on perhaps 
the most historic occasion that occurs 
within the course of any Parliament. I 


[First Night. | 
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feel this honour very deeply, and I feel 
the necessity of asking for your indul- 
gence just as much, although I know 
that I do not owe the position I 
occupy to my own merits, but to the 
fact that I am one of the representatives 
of those large East End constituencies 
which on this occasion have spoken with 
almost unanimous voice. I think I may 
be pardoned if I say that I consider 
South Hackney, which is one of the 
largest and most important of these con- 
stituencies, is at the same time one of 
the most enlightened and one of the 
most intelligent. It has this peculiarity, 
that it is the first of these Constitu- 
encies, so far as I know, to send a resi- 
dent in the East End to represent it in 
this Assembly, and it may be natural 
that some of the Members here present 
may have been a little desirous to see 
what kind of aperson a dweller in the East 
End was, especially if he had to address 
you on an occasion when it was necessary 
that he should appear in some peculiar 
costume. Objection may be taken to 
the Speech on the ground that it con- 
tains no legislative proposals for this 
Session. Speaking on behalf of my 
neighbours in the East End, I may say 
I feel sure that that course will com- 
mend itself to the majority of the 
electors in the country for several 
reasons. In the first place they are 
desirous that the period of peace and 
calm which was wished to you, Mr. 
Speaker, by the Leadcrs on both sides, 
should not be disturbed too soon ; that 
we should not engage in contentious 
business sooner than was absolutely 
necessary, but that we should allow the 
turmoil of this strife to fade away, so 
that we might enter upon our business 
in a quieter spirit than we should do if 
- we began our work immediately after 
the General Election. Another reason 
why we were anxious that time should 
be allowed is this. We are, most of us, 
earning our living in connection with 
great enterprises of one kind or another, 
and we know well that those great 
enterprises can only be carried to a 
successful issue if the plans for carrying 
them out are well considered before they 
are started, We apply the same idea to 
the legislation of this country, and con- 
sequently we desire that Her Majesty’s 
Members should take all reasonable time 
to consider what they will propose in 


Mr. T. H. Robertson. 
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order that they may not do any- 
thing in haste. Then there is another 
reason which certainly commends itself 
very much to me, and _ that is 
that inasmuch as this Session will be 
devoted to that great question of the 
Estimates—perhaps the most important 
question that comes before Parliament— 
it will give the new Members, of whom 
there is a large body, an opportunity of 
learning, by listening to our seniors, how 
the business of the House is carried on 
in that respect, and of preparing our- 
selves to take our place in these debates, 
and to combine the value of silence with 
judicious utterance on such matters as 
are specially within our own knowledge. 
It may be that many of us might think 
we might better employ our time in our 
country homes. [An Hon. Member: 
“In the East End.”| There are some of 
us who, in addition to our homes in the 
East End, happen to possess other 
homes, and it happens to be my good 
fortune to possess a house in a country 
which occupies a good deal of the time 
of Parliament, a country of which I am 
particularly fond, and in which I take 
the deepest interest—I mean Ireland. 
But I feel that I have undertaken a great 
responsibility in becoming a Member of 
this Assembly, and that I have a lesson to 
learn here. I shall do more by learning 
that lesson here than I could possibly do 
by enjoying myself in the country. The 
gracious Speech contains matter of the 
very deepest interest to us in London, 
in reference to our Foreign and Colonial 
Affairs. There is nothing-in which the 
working classes take more interest than 
our foreign and colonial relations. They 
know that their prosperity depends 
upon our foreign relations being properly 
maintained ; they know that our trade 
depends upon the expansion of our 
colonies, and upon their being well 
governed ; and I venture to say that the 
elections of this country turned much 
more than is generally supposed upon 
the feeling of the people as to which 
Party is likely to conduct our foreign 
relations best. We rejoice, of course, to 
hear that this great war between China 
and Japan is over, and that Her Majesty 
has contributed in some measure to bring 
about that peace which we hope will be 
lasting. We regret, of course, that it is 
necessary to mention two classes of 
foreign matters in the Queen’s Speech. 
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These matters have this in common, 
that both are atrocities, and both of them, 
unfortunately, are atrocities against 
Christian people. We see almost every 
day the noble work that is done by those 
who devote their lives for the good of 
their fellow creatures in our part of 
London, and consequently we have felt 
as much as any other portion of England 
how much sympathy is due to those 
people who have suffered in the manner 
they have done in China. We feel the 
injury that would be done to the cause 
of civilisation and religion if anything 
of the kind is allowed in the future—if 
we do not in some manner or other 
prevent so far as we can the re- 
currence of such unfortunate circum- 
stances. In Armenia, of course, these 
atrocities appeal to the whole world. 
Certainly they appeal to the subjects 
of Her Majesty, and I think we 
may safely say that they appeal just 
as much to Her Majesty’s loyal Moham- 
medan subjects in India and _ else- 
where as they do to us in this land. 
We hope and trust that the efforts which 
Her Majesty is making will not only 
result in the punishment of those who 
are guilty of these atrocities, but will 
also prevent their recurrence at any 
time in the future. There is but one 
other subject in the Speech to which I 
need refer at all, and that is the 
annexation of Bechuanaland to Cape 
Colony. We, on this side of the House, 
have been at one in our desire to have 
Governments loyal and united, and we 
are naturally pleased that these two 
Colonies should at length be brought 
together. It is only about ten years 
since Bechuanaland came into the 
possession of the British Crown. It is 
directly in the centre of that point which 
constitutes South Africa, and points 
direct towards the centre of Africa. It 
contains practically the only large trade 
route from Cape Colony to the centre of 
Africa. Up to the present time it has 
been governed by the same Governor as 
Cape Colony, which is a guarantee to us 
that in this amalgamation or union the 
interests of Bechuanaland have been 
considered. Cape Colony lies now 
come to us and asked Her Majesty 
to give it this Crown Colony through 
which its trade route lies, and 
Her Majesty is graciously pleased 
to accede to the request, naming certain 
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stipulations which will commend them- 
selves to everyone who has considered 
the matter—stipulations, for example, 
for the protection of the native population. 
It has always been a matter of pride in 
this country that it has cared for the 
native populations that have come under 
its management and government. I am 
sure we may all hope that this union 
which is about to take place will tend to 
the improvement of the trade of both 
the Colonies, and if it does that, it must 
at the same time tend to the improve- 
ment of the trade of our own country, 
and of my own constituency in the East 
End. One result may then be to diminish 
that great evil of the unemployed, from 
which we are at the present moment 
suffering. I thank the House very 
heartily for having granted me that in- 
dulgence for which I asked, pleading the 
novelty of the situation in which I am, 
if I have made any observations to which 
this House can take exception. I beg to 
second the Motion for an Address. 

Sirk W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
shire, W.) said : It is my first and most 
pleasing duty to offer to the Gentlemen 
who have moved and seconded this 
Address, my congratulations upon the 
manner in which they have discharged 
what is not an easy task. The proposer 
of the motion is an experienced Member 
of this House, and we have often heard 
him with satisfaction before. If I were 
to make any criticism at all upon his 
speech it would be one which, I think, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House made upon a recent occasion. 
There was a tendency on the part of the 
hon. Gentleman to introduce rather more 
controversial topics than.usual upon 
an occasion of this kind. He invited 
me to enter upon certain matters which 
I do not think would tend to shorten 
this Debate or to abbreviate the term of 
this Session, and therefore I shall abstain 
from following him upon that ground. 
Both speeches, I think, were distinguished 
by remarkable frankness, especially the 
language in which the mover of the 
motion described the character of the 
contents of the Speech. I must make 
one or two remarks upon that part of 
the Speech which does contain some- 
thing—namely, the part of which relates 
to Foreign Affairs. There is one thing 
in which I can entirely concur with the 
hon. Member who made the first of the 
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two speeches which we have heard, and 
that is, that it is very desirable that 
there should be continuity in the Foreign 
Policy of this country, and I am happy 
to see generally in the paragraphs rela- 
ting to Foreign Affairs in the Speech 
that they are characterised by a con- 
tinuity of the policy which was pursued 
by the last Administration. The para- 
graph with reference to the war between 
China and Japan is an approbation and 
an adoption of the policy pursued by the 
late Government. Although I am very 
unwilling to criticise the remarks made 
by the Mover and Seconder, I cannot 
altogether pass over the language used 
by the hon. Member (Mr. Legh), who is, 
I believe, experienced not only in this 
House, but in the Diplomatic Service. 
I refer to the language which he held 
with reference to Armenia. (Cheers.) 


{COMMONS} 





I do not think that the view which he | 
took on that subject is one which will | 
commend itself to the people of this | 
country or to the majority of gentlemen | 
sitting on either side of this House. | 
The hon. Member stated what he should 
have done if he had been in the place of 
Lord Salisbury. I am very glad in con- | 
nection with the subject of Armenia that | 
he is not in the place of Lord Salisbury. 
The attitude which he took up was that 
of condemnation of the co-operation of 
this country with the Governments of | 
Russia and France in the settlement of 
this question. 

Mr. LEGH: I beg pardon. It was 
not at all my intention to use any words 
conveying such a view. On the contrary, 
I expressed the hope that the action of 
our representatives in Turkey, together 
with that of the Ambassadors of France 
and Russia, would result in success. 

Sir W. HARCOURT: I am ex-| 
tremely glad that I misapprehended the | 
hon. Member upon that subject, because | 
I certainly understood—of course, I | 
accept his correction—that he objected | 
to joint action {Mr. Lean: “ No!”],| 
and that he thought that England had | 
better undertake the task alone. How- | 
ever, I accept entirely the statement of | 
the hon. Member upon the point. There | 
is no doubt that the co-operation of the | 
Powers that are most interested in the | 





satisfactory settlement of the very oe 


gerous questions which have arisen in 
Asia out of these Armenian horrors— | 


and I observe that they are described | 
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as horrors in the Speech, as they deserve 
to be described from the mouth of the 
Sovereign—there is no doubt that the 
remedy for that state of things must be 
found in the co-operation of the Great 
Powers who are principally interested 
in the satisfactory settlement of the 
question, and I, at all events, regard 
it as a matter of the highest importance 
and of the greatest congratulation that, 
differing as they may have done upon 
many questions, the Governments of 
Russia and France and Great Britain 
have addressed themselves to this mou- 
strous evil. England holds a pesition 
of special obligation in this matter, 
having been one of the Powers mainly 
instrumental in maintaining the Ottoman 
Empire in past times, and being bound 
by particular treaties. It therefore 
belongs to her to take, no doubt, a 
foremost and leading part in endeavour- 
ing to stop a condition of things which 
is properly described in the Speech as 
having 
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‘moved the indignation of the Christian nations 
of Europe generally, and of this kingdom especi- 
ally.’’ 


I trust, therefore, that this matter will 
not be allowed to sleep. What is stated 
in the Speech is that the three Powers 
have made a representation to the 
Government of the Sultan 
introduction of reforms 


‘‘which, in their opinion, are necessary to 
prevent a recurrence of constant disorder.” 


Well, a representation of that kind by 
three Great Powers is no light thing. 
The Speech proceeds to say that 


‘“‘these proposals are now being considered by 
His Imperial Majesty the Sultan, and that Her 
Majesty is anxiously awaiting his decision.” 


No doubt the decision is awaited with 
anxiety ; when the decision is taken, I 
trust there will be no faltering on the 
part of the Government of this country 
in insisting that those reforms which 
have been so recommended shall be 
effectually carried out. [‘‘ Hear, hear !”| 
Another matter referred to relates to 
Bechuanaland. On that I offer no 
criticism at all. I have no doubt that 
that may be regarded as a useful and 
politic arrangement. But this is a 
remarkable circumstance — there are 
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foreign events of far greater importance 
than the annexation of Bechuanaland, 
to which events there is no reference 
whatever in the Speech from the Throne. 
[Cheers.] We all know perfectly well 
that there has been an expedition to 
Chitral. The questions whether, as a 
result of that expedition, the frontier of 
India is to be altered, whether Chitral 
is to be occupied permanently, or 
whether the troops, having effected the 
object for which they originally went 
there, are to be gradually withdrawn— 
these are questions upon which no infor- 
mation is offered. It has always been 
usual at the conclusion of an expedition 
like this, above all when it has been pro- 
posed to annex new territories, to extend 
the boundaries of the Empire, that Par- 
liament should be given information in 
the Speech: from the Throne. I do not 
desire to raise any question regarding 
which the Government may consider 
that it would be inexpedient that decla- 
rations should be made; but there have 
appeared in the Press certain statements 
—I do not know whether they are au- 
thentic or not—upon this matter, and it 
is one upon which I think the House of 
Commons ought to be informed. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] I therefore hope that the 
Government will tell us what is their 
policy with reference to the occupation of 
Chitral. Is it to be a permanent occu- 
pation or not? If it is to be a perma- 
nent occupation, what is the force which 
they expect will be required for that 
purpose ; and—this is most important— 
will that force for the occupation of 
Chitral involve an increase, a material 
increase, of the army of India? Are 
the Government going—as we know 
would be necessary in those cireum- 
stances—to make and maintain a new 
road through that territory? Can 
they give us any information as to the 
cost of such occupation, and as to the 
means by which the Government of 
India will be able to meet that cost? 
The question of the ability of India to 
bear a burden of this character is a very 
serious question. We all know with 
reference to the expedition to Afghan- 
istan that there was a large addition 
made some years ago to the Indian army, 
and that that addition to the army was 
among the elements which have led to 
the financial difficulties of India. There- 
fore, the House will naturally desire to 
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know whether new burdens are likely to 
be put on India; also the character of 
those burdens, and what are the means 
by which she will be enabled to meet 
them. We had hoped that it might 
have been possible without injury to the 
public service for Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to make some statement upon so 
important a subject as that. I do not 
desire to trouble the House very long, 
and it will hardly be necessary when I 
turn over the page to the domestic sec- 
tion of the gracious Speech from the 
Throne. [Zaughter.| It is an old say- 
ing that nature abhors a vacuum, and 
nature must have formed an unfavour- 
able opinion on this occasion of the 
Speech from the Throne. [Laughter] 
The Proposer of the Motion stated very 
frankly, and with great truth, that there 
was very little in it—that there was 
nothing in it. [‘ Hear, hear!” and 
laughter.| That was a very frank ad- 
mission, and an explanation of the Speech 
in which I concur. But the Seconder 
was more frank still. He explained the 
reasons why it was that there was 
nothing in the domestic part of the 
Speech, and he said that the constituents 
amongst whom he lives would highly ap- 
prove of the fact that there was nothing 
in it. He gave us as a reason, which 
had the advantage of novelty, that it 
was intended in order to educate new 
Members in the conduct of the business 
of the House. [Zaughter.| I have thus 
got the real secret of the rather unusual 
character of the Speech, that it was in 
order that new Members might attend 
to the Estimates ; not, I hope, too closely, 
so as, by this educational process, to make 
the protraction of the Session greater 
than some of us might desire. It is ex- 
pressed in the Speech in a tentative 
method and in language which I do 
not recollect to have been adopted be- 
fore, because the Sovereign is made to 
say that 


Gracious Speech. 


‘it will probably be found more convenient to 
defer to another Session the consideration of 
important legislative measures.” 


“ Probably ” seems an odd word to put 
in there. It looks as if the Government 
have not quite made up their minds 
whether it was convenient or not, and 
they will not go further than to say it 
may not be convenient. I am ready to 
admit that it is not convenient in the 
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month of August to enter on protracted 
legislative measures of a controversial 
character ; but at the same time, though 
we cannot undertake to pass great Bills, 
I think, especially as the hon. Member 
who opened this discussion referred to 
the question of the last General Election 
and the considerations which had in- 
fluenced its results, we might have had 
a little more information upon some very 
interesting topics. [Cheers.] The hon. 
Member referred to the question of 
trade. Well, for many weeks we have 
heard that bad trade was entirely the 
work of the Liberal Party. [Cheers.] 
That is one of the topics which are of an 
interesting character. It is true that 
trade had begun to decline before the 
late Government came into office. I 
have never quite understood why Con- 
servative Governments, which always 
make good trade, do not always keep it 
good. [Laughter.| Why, when trade 
had reached the point of 1890 did they 
allow it to flag in 1892? [* Hear, 
hear!”| These are matters which I 
think might occupy the attention of the 
Government. Well, then there is the 
agricultural interest, which is dreadfully 
depressed. That was the fault of the 
Liberal Party and the late Administra- 
tion in that they had not applied the 
necessary remedies for that state of 


things. Again, there were the textile 
industries. They also had suffered under 


a Liberal Administration, and the un- 
employed. If a Conservative Government 
had been in power, there never would have 
been unemployed at all. All these things 
have created a great hope and expecta- 
tion throughout the country, and I am 
rather afraid that when the country istold 
that it probably will be found more con- 


venient to read all these great legislative | 


measures a first time this day six months 
it will be rather astonished that all these 
great boons that a Conservative Adminis- 
tration was about to confer upon it have 
not come a little sooner. I think it is 
rather a pity that the time should be so 
long postponed. When is the time of 
universal high prices and high wages to 
come? These are things which are being 
expected and which are being looked for, 
and, therefore, when the Government 
comes forward with a Speech which, as 
the hon. Member opposite says, contains 
nothing, I am afraid a little disappoint- 
ment will be the result.  [* Hear, 


Sir W. Harcourt. 
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hear I observe already that the 
agricultural interest is becoming a little 
impatient, and from accounts I saw in 
the papers this morning they have memo- 
rialised the Government and laid down 
two conditions which first of all they 
were disposed to impose upon the 
Government, but which they ended by 
recommending to their attention. 
Although we cannot expect all these 
measures to be carried out at once, we 
have some right to look to the Govern- 
ment, even in this short Session, to give 
us some idea of what view they take on 
these questions—how far they are dis- 
posed to accept the principles which are 
contended for by those who believe that 
at last they have discovered a method by 
which prosperity, which we all desire, 
may be restored to the depressed con- 
dition of agriculture. We have had 
amendments in former times. I have 
never been friendly to the policy of 
amendments to the Address. I know 
that Mr. Gladstone—I regret I omitted 
to acknowledge the manner in which the 
hon. Member who opened the discussion 
spoke of the deplorable loss which caused 
it to fall to my lot to speak of “ Mr. 
Gladstone” in this House for the first 
time—{cheers|—I know that Mr. Glad- 
stone always deprecated these constant 
amendments to the Address. We all 
remember, however, how in the very last 
Session of Parliament there were 
amendments calling upon the Govern- 
ment immediately to deal with agricul- 
tural distress, to deal with the textile 
industries, with the question of the 
unemployed, and a vast variety of 
matters which hon. Members seemed to 
consider it was the the duty of the 
Government at once to deal with. I 
have never thought, under the teaching 
of Mr. Gladstone, that that was the 
best way of dealing with questions of 
that kind ; but that does not prevent us 
having a right to ask what are the views 
of the Government upon questions of 
this character, and the Government 
ought, I think—any Government which 
commands so great and overpowering a 
majority just returned to Parliament 
ought to give to the country and the 
House of Commons at least some light 
on the views and principles which they 
have adopted in these matters. These 
are not new questions. They have been 
calling upon other Governments to deal 
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with agricultural distress and reproach- 
ing them for not having done so, and to 
deal with the difficult question of the 
unemployed. We have had programmes, 
we know them very well, by which every 
man notemployed is to have employment, 
and by which every man who is no 
longer fit for employment is to have a 
pension. We are entitled to have some 
light thrown by the Government on 
these subjects. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] There 
is one other question on which I must 
ask for some information from the 
Government, and that is their view with 
respect to Ireland. ([Cheers.| It is 
perfectly well known that in the late 
Parliament the former Government were 
prepared and felt themselves bound to 
deal with the question of Irish land, both 
as regards evicted tenants and judicial 
rents. It was accepted as a proposition, 
and not denied on the other side, that 
these matters were urgent, and it was 
known on what principles they were to 
be dealt with. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone was extremely emphatic 
upon the urgent necessity of dealing 
with these questions. I suppose he has 
seen reason to change his views on the 
subject. We have had at present no 
indication of the course the Government 
propose to take. I know very well, of 


course, that the present Government | 


stand upon a totally different footing 
with reference to the government of 
Treland generally from that on which 
the late Administration stood. We 
know perfectly well that, at all events in 
Ireland, opinion on that subject has not 
changed. We know that the majority 
in Ireland in favour of Home Rule is 
not less than, and, if anything, rather 
larger than, it was before. {* Hear, 
hear!”] It is unfortunate, as I think, 
that we were not able to settle the great 
Irish question. The responsibility now 
rests with right hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who have undertaken to settle it on 
different principles. At all events, 
although we may not have succeeded in 
carrying out in legislative measures the 
policy which we had recommended, this 
we can always remember with satisfac- 
tion, that during the period of the last 
Administration there existed a tran- 
quillity in Ireland which has hardly 
been known in any former time [cheers] ; 
and I hope that nothing may occur 
which will disturb that equanimity 
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in the future. [“Hear, hear!”] It 
is very much in the interest of 
Ireland, and also of the Government, 
that they should let it be known what 
it is that they are intending to do with 
reference to the question of the land, a 
matter on which, as everybody knows, 
the tranquillity of Ireland very greatly 
depends. No man will be so foolish as 
to believe, with a great predominance of 





opinion on one side in Ireland, that the 


‘Trish question is settled simply because 
| the last Government has been defeated. 


|The Irish question remains, and upon 
| gentlemen opposite rests the responsibility 
of dealing with it in its present condi- 
tion. I am sure I am not asking of the 
Government that which they will con- 
sider to be an unreasonable thing when 
I ask them to give us some light-as to 
the policy which they are going to 
pursue upon the subject of the land in 
Treland. I cannot think that on this 
subject the Government can believe it 
| will be a wise thing to go on for some 
| months without explaining to the people 
‘of Ireland and to the House of Commons 
| what are their views and their intentions. 
| I trust that, in the remarks I have made 
and the questions I have put, I have not 
shown any desire to embarrass the Go- 
vernment. They have come into office 
with the support of a large majority, and 
they will have the advantage of that large 
majority ; but, of course, their respon- 
sibility to the House and to the country 
remains. Although they have given us 
little information in the Queen’s Speech ; 
although, as I admit, it is not desirable 
to protract controversy in this House 
beyond a certain point at this time of 
the year ; and although they have a full 
right to expect that they should have 
| time to mature the measures which they 
will recommend to the acceptance of 
Parliament—I still venture to think we 
have a right, and that we shall have 
that right acknowledged by the Leader 
of the House, to have a little more 
information upon many of these points 
than we have been able to gather from 
the Speech from the Throne. 

The FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said: In rising to reply to the 
speech which the Leader of the Opposition 
has just made, let me begin by associating 
myself with him in praise of the two 
hon. Gentlemen, friends of mine, who 
have undertaken the difficult, and on 
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this particular occasion the specially 
difficult, task of moving and seconding 
the Address. It is perfectly true, as one 
of my hon. Friends said, and as the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has _re- 
minded us, that there is no legislative 
programme whatever in the Speech from 
the Throne ; therefore the Mover and the 
Seconder of the Address were deprived 
of the material which is usually supplied 
to gentlemen in their interesting and 
unfortunate —_position—{/aughter |—and 
they had, in consequence, to confine 
themselves to the more thorny and 
difficult subjects presented by the para- 
graphs dealing with public affairs. I 
must say I think they acquitted them- 
selves in their onerous task with very 
great credit, and I do not think that the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite at all 
went beyond the general feeling of the 
House in the praises he bestowed upon 
them. [‘ Hear, hear!”] The right hon. 
Gentleman addressed himself, in the 
first instance, to the subject of Armenia, 
and on that he said little, or indeed 
nothing, with which we on this Bench 
cannot heartily associate ourselves. He 
misunderstood, it is true, some observa- 
tions which fell from the Mover of the 
Address. My hon. Friend, so far from 
having suggested that any action should 
betaken out of accord ornot in accord with 
the two Great Powers which have been 
working with us, did his best to impress 
upon the House the extreme desirability 
of our pursuing that course. On this 
question of Armenia, Her Majesty’s 
present advisers are doing their best to 
carry out effectually the policy of their 
predecessors. We feel as they felt the 
full horror of the events which occurred 
in Armenia ; we feel as they felt the 
great danger to the Turkish Empire that 
any system of administration which per- 
mits such horrors necessarily carries with 
it; and on the ground of humanity, as 
well as every other ground, we desire 
to do our best to prevent the recurrence 
of them in the future—to take effectual 
steps to prevent the recurrence in the 
future of such tragedies as those which 
have horrified the public opinion of this 
country. Let me add I think we should 
do an ill turn to the Christians in 


Armenia if we were to use language in 
this connection which suggested, even 
for a moment, that we were engaged 
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upon a religious crusade in which Mus- 
sulman and Christians are to be arrayed 
one against the other. We, at all events, 
do not look upon this question from that 
point of view atall. Itis a question with 
us simply of mal-administration of admini- 
strative reform, and of the great benefits 
administrative reform will bring with it, 
not to Christians alone, but to all the 
subjects of the Porte, to whatever 
religious creed they may belong. I do 
not suppose the House will desire me to 
say another word upon that subject. 
The right hon. Gentleman expressed a 
hope that we should not allow the 
question to sleep, and that hope we will 
do our best to fulfil. Whatever difficul- 
ties may meet us in carrying out the 
task which is imposed upon us, we shall, 
at all events, I am convinced, do every- 
thing it is in the power of this country 
or the Government of this country to do. 
I pass from that subject, on which the 
right hon. Gentleman asked me no 
question, to another subject, not men- 
tioned in the Queen’s Speech, on which 
he took occasion to put a series of 
interrogatories. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was perfectly entitled to put them ; 
but I think he will agree that the 
criticism he passed upon us for not 
having introduced into the Queen's 
Speech the negotiations with respect to 
the question of Chitral or our action 
with regard to it is not well founded. 
He led the House to suppose that the 
present Government, in carrying out the 
determination at which they have arrived 
not to recede from Chitral, have been 
extending the boundaries of the Empire, 
and he said that a step so important as 
extending the boundaries of the Empire 
ought not to be passed over in silence in 
the Queen’s Speech. Well, Sir, I traverse 
the minor premiss of the right hon. 
Gentleman; I do not admit that we 
have, in any accurate sense of the words, 
extended the boundaries of the Empire ; 
and I think I can prove, from the action 
of the right hon. Gentleman himself and 
his colleagues, that that is the case. For 
he will remember that the Secretary of 
State for India and the Government of 
India cannot use the troops of India 
beyond the boundaries of India without 
statutory permission. It is certain that 
the Government did use Indian troops 
in this territory of Chitral ; so by their 
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own action it follows that Chitral is 
within, and not without, the boundaries 


Majesty's Most 


of that Empire. [Cheers.| The 
right hon. Gentleman has asked 
us for a justification of what we 


admit is a reversal of what we believed 
was the policy which he and his friends 
intended to carry out. That, my noble 
Friend near me (Lord George Hamilton) 
will be prepared to do should it prove to 
be necessary to deal with this subject 
more in detail than I propose to do. But I 
think I can furnish the right hon. 
Gentleman and the House with adequate 
grounds for the course we have thought 
it our duty to pursue. Those gentlemen 
who have followed the question at all are 
aware that Chitral is a country lying at 
the base of the Hindu Kush mountains. 
Having conquered the range of the 
Hindu Kush, we have hitherto kept a 
British Resident at Gilgit and kept con- 
trol over the policy of that country, that 
we have taken steps to exclude all 
possible foreign influence, and we have 
thought that that was a course required 
for the safety of India. But it must not 
be supposed that the case of Chitral can 
be considered in isolation ; the case of 
Chitral can only be considered in con- 
nection with the case of that part of the 
Kush country which adjoins Chitral in 
which we have already a Resident and a 
force of troops. We have come to the 
conclusion, after consultation with the 
Government of India, that to retire from 
Chitral is not a course of action that can 
be carried out in isolation, and it would 
involve with it the abandonment of the 
existing post at Gilgit. That is not a 
policy which this House would contem.- 
plate with equanimity. Both at Gilgit 
and Chitral our troops have made their 
presence felt. Chitral indeed has been 
the scene of one of the most heroic 
actions which of recent years have 
rendered British arms _ illustrious. 
[Cheers.| But, putting aside all ques- 
tions of strategy and all questions of 
foreign policy, it would be a serious blow 
to our prestige if, having once gone to 
those territories, we were to abandon 
them. All the tribesmen in that district 
knows that there are two and only two 
great Powers they have to consider ; they 
look to one or the other, and it may be, 
in certain cases, have to balance between 
them. So far as those operations on our 


side of the Hindu Kush are concerned, 
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we cannot permit of any such balancing ; 
to us and to us alone must they look 
as a suzerain Power. If you put 
before them a great object-lesson— 
the British Army, after having come 
forward, retreating — British Admin- 
istrators, after having been present, 
taking their departure, you will not only 
lose all means of controlling the foreign 
policy of these districts, but you will 
teach them a lesson which in the future 
may make them very reluctant to depend 
upon the British Throne. There are 
questions of strategy as well as questions 
of politics involved ; into these matters 
I am not competent to enter in detail ; 
nor do I think it is an occasion on which 
the House of Commons would desire the 
topic to be raised. I will only say that 
in the judgment of all the eminent 
soldiers who have visited the locality, 
and I suspect in the opinion of almost 
all those who have considered the ques- 
tion, it would be a serious menace in the 
case of complications on our North- 
western Frontier to have the passes of 
the Hindu Kush coming down to the 
Chitral territory not under the observa- 
tion of a British authority and to permit 
any lodgment of any foreign Power, 
whether political or military, upon our 
side of that great range of mountaihs. 
This is a brief outline of some of the 
general considerations which have in- 
duced us to feel it would be a serious 
blow to our position in the North-West 
Frontier of India were we to abandon 
Chitral and Gilgit, which must be aban- 
doned if Chitral is. But then come the 
difficulties suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman—namely, Will the retention 
of Chitral throw on the Army or finances 
of India a burden which cannot be 
borne? Will they require a large aug- 
mentation of our Army, or, above all, 
any increase in the taxation of India? 
Are there, in fact, any considerations— 
allowing full weight to what I have said 
in favour of retaining Chitral—considera- 
tions of a financial and military character, 
which render our abandonment of the 
district obligatory ? Since the right hon. 
Gentleman left office we have, of course, 
been in communication with the Govern- 
ment of India on the subject, and have 
received from them information—not at 
the disposal of right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite when they came to the decision 
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leads us to believe no such serious burden 
as they seem to have anticipated will 
be thrown on India in consequence 
of- the retention of those provinces 
or districts in the North-West. There 
will be no addition whatever to the 
Indian Army. As I understand, the 
Indian Government inform us cate- 
gorically that the existing body of troops 
in India will suffice to meet every 
necessity of the case arising out of the 
maintenance of our position in Chitral. 
The garrison force at Gilgit will be dimi- 
nished ; there will be a redistribution of 
troops, but no addition will be required 
in order to maintain the position which 
we desire to take up. As regards the 
road, we have not, as far as I know, any 
precise estimate as to the cost of making 
it. But both as to the cost of making it 
and the possibility of inducing the tribes 
through which it passes to aid us in 
maintaining its security, we have the 
most reassuring information from the 
Government of India. I therefore trust 
and believe that the House, having come 
into possession of facts with which 
our predecessors were not and could not 
be acquainted, will feel we have adopted 
the right course in determining to main- 
tain, up to the very edge of ourdominions, 
that . control without which those 
dominions cannot be described as secure 
from every form of foreign interference. 
Papers will be laid before the House 
before the end of next week, or, at any 
rate, before the Indian Budget. I think 
IT have now dealt with all the right hon. 
Gentleman said on questions outside the 
sphere of domestic legislation. When 
he came to that part of the paragraph of 
the Queen’s Speech which announces that 
no scheme of domestic legislation was 
contemplated during the course of the 
present Session, he made somewhat 
merry over the phrase “that nature 
abhors a vacuum,” but which, I venture 
to think, the House of Commons does 
not abhor. [ZLaughter.] I should like 
to ask right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
with what sentiments of horror and 
dismay they would have contemplated a 
long list of important and controversial 
measures which would have kept us in 
Session all through the autumn. Instead 
of the badinage that the right hon. 
Gentleman has used he would have 
denounced us for this intolerable burden 
[laughter] which we attempted to throw 
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on the House of Commons, and he would 
have taken practical steps to convince 
us that the idea of legislating at this 
time of year, even with the majority to 
which he has referred, was one no sane 
Government would have undertaken. 
We, above all things, claim to be a sane 
Government. [Laughter and cheers.| 
We have not the least intention at this 
period of embarking upon any impossible 
programme of legislative reform. ‘“ But,” 
says the right hon, Gentleman— 


Answer to Her 


‘‘if you cannot bring forward any Bills this 
Session, you can, at all events, map out your 
programme for next Session and give us a 
general sketch of the methods by which you 
mean to deal with such easy elementary sub- 
jects as Irish land, old-age pensions, eraployers’ 
liability, and so forth.”’ 


I do not know what proportion the right 
hon. Gentleman desires this debate should 
assume, but if I were so far to violate 
ancient traditions and precedents on this 
subject as to deal, not with what we are 
going to do this Session, but with what 
we are going to do in the Session of 
1896, the Session of 1897, the Session of 
1898 [laughter], and the Session of 1899 
[renewed laughter |—I do not know what 
lease of power the right hon. Gentleman 
means to allow us, but if I were to 
sketch out the whole of our legislative 
policy during the term of office he means 
to permit us to enjoy, I think the House 
would feel I was provoking a debate 
which could not possibly serve any use- 
ful purpose. [‘ Hear, hear!”] Let it 
be remembe that the debate on the 
Queen’s Speech, in so far as it deals with 
legislation, is never regarded as a proper 
occasion on which to discuss anything 
except measures which the Government 
mean to introduce in the Session, or 
measures which they ought to introduce. 
Well, we do not think we ought to 
introduce any controversial measures, 
and we do not intend to do so. 
“ But,” says the right hon. Gentleman, 


‘* you have taken upon yourselves the respon- 
sibility of governing Ireland. You cannot 
govern Ireland without dealing with the land 
question. Therefore you are bound to tell us 
what your land legislation is to be ;” 


and, he added, that it was an accepted 
commonplace in the late Parliament that 
Trish land was a subject of pressing 
importance which brooked no delay. 
The importance of dealing with Irish 
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land arises, and arises simply, out of the 
termination of the first 15 years’ judicial 
rents. Those judicial rents run until 
September, 1896, and from all the in- 
quiries which the Irish Government 
have been able to make on the subject 
there does not appear to be any pressing 
necessity for bringing forward land legis- 
lation before next Session. Undoubtedly 
next Session it must be brought forward. 
Next Session this Government, or any 
Government, will be obliged to deal with 
that thorny topic, but it is not necessary 
to deal with it now, and, not being 
necessary, it would be folly on my part 
to attempt to adumbrate the provisions 
of a Bill when laid on the table. I do 
not know that there is any other subject 
I need refer to. The right hon. Gentle- 
man in sitting down expressed a hope 
that nothing he had said had aroused 
unnecessary controversy. I gladly re- 
cognise that the canon he laid down for 
himself was one he fully acted on. I 
hope he will admit that I, on my part, 
have said nothing to lead to debate 
or embitter debate if it must ensue. 
It appears that what we have met 
for —and what all 


sides recognise 
we have met for—is to carry out 
the necessary financial business of 
the year, and nothing else. It will be 


our duty when next the Queen’s Speech 
is discussed at the beginning of a Session, 
to lay before the House a substantive 
programme dealing with some topics 
which we have raised in the country. 
When that time comes hon. Gentlemen 
will be fully at liberty to discuss it, to 
complain of its omissions, if omissions 
there be, and press for a different course 
if they think the course we shall then 
adopt will not meet the requirements of 
the country. At present I would depre- 
cate extending the limits of this Debate 
in any way. I hope we shall be able to 
get through the preliminaries of Supply 
as soon as possible. I trust that the 
Debate will not last more than a couple 
of nights at most. I say so not witha 
desire to promote the convenience of the 
Government so much as of the House at 
large. When we have gone through 
these preliminaries, then T trust we shall 
adapt ourselves, not, perhaps, altogether 
in the educational spirit referred to by 
my hon. Friend behind me, but in a 
spirit of zeal and energy, to give the 
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Government the necessary supplies, with- 
out which the administrative work of 
the country cannot be carried on. Mean- 
while, I hope hon. Gentlemen who have 
in their minds the precedent of 1892, 
will feel we have not only acted in ac- 
cordance with common sense, but the 
traditions of the House, when we have 
to meet in August, in confining the 
work which we set before ourselves to 
do to the narrowest limits consistent with 
dealing with the public necessities of the 
Empire. [Loud cheers. | 

*Srm CHARLES DILKE said, 
there was one weak point in the ad- 
mirable speech of the hon. Member the 
Mover of the Address, of which some 
notice should be taken. For the last 30 
years, attention had been called to the 
massacres in China, in the hope that 
Members of the House who had influence 
with the Missionary Bodies would induce 
Missionaries to avoid actions which were 
likely to cause these horrors to occur. 
In Armenia there was, perhaps, less 
excuse to be offered for violence which 
the Government might prevent, than in 
the case of China. His hon. Friend 
spoke strongly, indeed, against mob 
violence, which, he said, any civilised 
Government ought to be able to put 
down. But did he know that the 
Chinese had been hunted for their lives, 
their houses burned, and their property 
violently taken from them by mobs in 
portions of the British Empire, and this 
country had not been able to perform its 
treaty obligations towards China? He 
mentioned this, because at moments 
when public opinion was naturally 
aroused, it was just as well to put 
in a word of caution and to show 
there was something to be said for ten- 
derness and care in dealing with the 
matter. Missionaries, in going to 
China, ought, by every possible means 
in their power, to conform to the 
general customs of the country, and 
not raise a feeling against them. 
There was some evidence, he was afraid, 
on the Missionary side which threw some 
doubt upon that point. He was glad to 
find that the Leader of the House had 
used language with regard to Armenia 
which had lifted the subject completely 
out of the region of party politics in a 
manner that had met with the approval 
of both sides of the House. [ Hear, 
hear!”| With regard to Chitral, he 
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gathered from the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman that the Government 
were acting on the advice of the Govern- 
ment of India. He 
whether the latter Government were 
unanimous or whether any dissent had 
been recorded. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Haminron, Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing): The Government of India 
is absolutely unanimous. [‘ Hear ! ”] 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that 
that would carry his vote on the subject. 
It seemed to him that on a matter of 
this kind Ministers here could not 
possibly have the knowledge possessed 
by the Govenment of India, and, seeing 
that that Government was absolutely 
unanimous, it was the duty of the hon. 
Members to accept their view and to 
assist to carry it into effect. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] Our relations with foreign 
Powers, although generally of a pacific 
character, were undoubtedly strained 
in some parts of Africa, and in 
There had appeared lately an 
account of an expedition which had 
gone out from Uganda in the direction 
of that undefined sphere which we 
possessed on one bank of the Nile. 
As he understood, a portion of that terri- 
tory was still leased to the Congo State, 
and he believed that the expedition had 
penetrated to what was territory of that 
State. He desired to know whether 
the Government, in the course of the! 
present Session, intended to submit a 
vote for the construction of the Uganda | 
railway. The late Government had 
announced their intention of making 
such a railway, but had not asked for a 
farthing in respect of that undertaking. 
He thought that the House ought to 
know whether a special or supplementary 
Estimate was to be proposed, because no 
money was asked for in the present) 
Estimates for that purpose. 

Tue FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY: An Estimate for the Uganda 
Railway will be submitted to the House. | 
{“‘ Hear, hear ! ” 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that, if, 


that were so he would ask whether the | 


plan for the railway to Uganda was to | 
be that recommended as the result of | 
the survey the report of which the late | 
Government had laid before the House 1) 
It would be well if Her Majesty’s| 
Government could give the eine 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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\some information as to their 
‘policy with regard to Siam. He 


knew that negotiations were pending, 
did not know! 


but the Government could tell them 
whether their policy would continue on 
the lines of their predecessors or whether 
they had seen reason to modify those 
lines. No reference had been made in 
the Queen’s Speech to matters of home 
administration. Two very important 


‘matters relating to the administration of 


the War Office must immediately come 
up for consideration, and he thought 
that it would be more convenient that 
the matters should be dealt with on the 
Address than upon any separate Vote. 
It had been stated in a newspaper that 


‘the Lord President of the Council had 


been given powers in relation. to the 
Army and the Navy which had never 
before been conferred upon a Minister 
in this country. That appeared to him 
to be a subject on which the Government 
ought to announce their intentions and 
the grounds upon which those intentions 
were based. They had been informed 
that on October 1st next the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army would retire, and 
the late Government had stated the 
arrangements which they proposed to 
make in consequence. Those arrange- 
ments were new and interesting, and the 
House ought to know at the earliest 
possible moment whether the present 
Government intended to adopt the 
scheme of their predecessors, and whether 
the proposed changes would come into 
effect on October 1st or would be delayed. 


He entirely shared the view that the 


Government could not introduce Bills 
during the present sitting, but there was 


‘an alternative between that course and 
the introduction in February next of 


Bills that could not be discussed until 
March. He knew that the House did 
not like autumn sittings, but they would 
be driven to them sooner or later. 
[Cries of “No.”] The country did 
not like to see the entire business of 
the Session crowded into a few months 
and the Estimates got through hastily. 
Although there might be an indisposition 
to over-legislation, yet the country liked 
its legislation good and carefully matured, 
and not hurried at the last. This was 
not a party question. The late Govern- 
ment were as blameworthy in this matter 
as any other Government, and he was 
sure that there would be a considerable 
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amount of feeling now, as in 1892, 
against postponing legislation till March. 
Certain matters urgently needed legisla- 
tion. The subject of truck, promised to 
be dealt with by the late Government, 
came home nearly to the workmen of 
this country; and there were other 
social questions awaiting legislation. 
People would doubtless inquire why the 
middle of next year should be, perhaps, 
reached and passed before any English 
legislation was seen. He entered his 
caveat against its being supposed that to 
postpone legislation in August necessarily 
involved postponing it till March. 

Mr. H. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) 
rose to make one short appeal to Her 
Majesty's Government. The right hon. 
Baronet had, he said, alluded to the 
kind of legislation which the country 
liked, and he readily approved of the 
sentiments of the right hon. Baronet on 
the subject, though surprised to hear 
them uttered by a supporter of the late 
Ministry. The House was now con- 
sidering the Address to a Speech which 
contained no legislative programme, 
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and he and other Members on the 
Ministerial side were not the only 
persons who looked on that fact 
with relief. He wished, however, to 


ask the Government, of whom he was 
a faithful supporter, when they came 
to consider their programme, to take 
into consideration also the apportion- 
ment of the time of the House between 
the Government of the day and private 
Members, which had prevailed during 
the past few years. This was not a 
premature allusion, for, as a matter of 
fact, this was the only opportunity they 
would have to call the attention of the 
Government to the subject. He asked 
the Government not to frame their 
programme in such a way that private 
Members would be absolutely annihilated 
and squeezed out. He made _ this 
appeal to the Government now, at a 
time when their minds were open on 
the subject of their programme, to 
observe the rights and _ privileges 
possessed by private Members. About 
300 or 400 Members would probably 


ballot for places at the commencement 


of next Session, and he asked the 
Government to remember that, in 
the result, this balloting had been 


reduced to a humbug and a farce. 


He had always consistently opposed the 
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infringement of private Members’ time, 
asserting, as he did, that they had a right 
to their time, at any rate up to Easter. 
He maintained that private Members had 
made good use of their time, and that 
some of the most important legislation 
had been originated by them. [* Hear, 
hear!”| -He trusted that the present 
Government were in for a long spell of 
power, and when he looked at the Trea- 
sury Bench he was lost in admiration— 
[Opposition laughter|—and felt that it 
was a subject for pride to be a supporter 
of such a Government. But, as a pri- 
vate Member, he protested against the 
process which had turned them all into 
voting machines. As this Government 
was strong, so he hoped they would be 
merciful, and would leave private Mem- 
bers in undisturbed possession of their 
time. In conclusion, he congratulated 
the Government in returning under such 
happy auspices. | Cheers. ] 

*Mr. R. B. HALDANE (Haddington- 
shire) said that, upon the whole, nothing 
could have been more amiable than the 
tone of this Debate down to the present. 
As a believer in social reform, and glad to 
get it from any party, he was gratified 
to see new blood infused into the Con- 


servative headquarters, and in the 
presence of the Member for West 
Birmingham he hoped they might 


recognise the change which had come 
over that party and the alteration in 
its principles. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was not a dweller in the barren at- 
mosphere of negation ; he was a man of 
faith—{ Laughter and cheers|—and, with 
his belief in programmes and his firm 
conviction that some of the institutions 
of the country had somewhat outgrown 
their form, he trusted that the right 
hon. Gentleman would not only succeed 
in dispelling some of the gloomy doubts 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty, but 
would succeed in shaking the founda- 
tions of unbelief even in the case of the 
First Lord of the Treasury. [ Cheers. | 
The great bulk of hon. Members who 
sat on the Ministerial benches had, for 
the first time, he believed, been elected 
with a large working-class vote at 
their backs. The working men of this 
country had had the Franchise for some 
10 years, and, no doubt, they thought 
they had discharged their obligations of 
gratitude to the Party which gave it to 
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of a very remarkable character. There 
were two things which the Conservative 
Party might have done at the date of 
the Election: they might have argued 
that there had been enough of meddling 
with existing institutions and _ill-con- 
sidered oe cheers] ; 
but, although hon. Members cheered that 
expression, that was not what they did. 
They went to the constituencies with a 
very different programme. He would 
take the case of his own constituency 
as an illustration. His opponent, who 
held unimpeachable Conservative prin- 
ciples, was the son of a well-known 


Conservative peer, and what was 
more to the point, was actually 
nominated as well as _ powerfully 


supported by the First Lord of the 
Treasury; and yet his programme in- 
cluded an Eight Hours Bill for miners, 
with no contracting out [cheers]; a 
shorter residential qualification for the 
exercise of the Franchise ; statutory 
holidays for farm servants [/aughter] ; 
old-age pensions ; and what was called 
equitable temperance reform, based on 
the recognition of no legal right to 
compensation. That programme was 
not an isolated one, and it showed 
that the old policy of letting things 
alone was one which the Conservative 
Party could no _ longer pursue. 
The Government would not, on these 
subjects, encounter any opposition if 
they came forward in the spirit shown 
in the election speeches. Some promises 
were also put forward less easy of fulfil- 
ment ; they were told that trade might 
improve, that something could be done 
for agriculture, and in short that they 
were at the commencement of something 
like the new millenium. The expecta- 
tions of the electors had become very 
high, and he could not help wondering at 
the fact that some steps towards the 
realisation of the more moderate ele- 
ments of their programme had not been 
hinted at in the Queen’s Speech. At all 
events they had almost the right to claim 
that the Conservative party should in 
the future take the progressive line. The 
late Government did not wait until the 
following Session to enter upon their 
administrative work, but showed their 
spirit almost from the first. With 


regard to the great question of Temper- 
ance, a Bill had been brought forward 


Mr. R. B. Haldane. 
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which, he thought, was very much mis- 
understood. The evi] which existed was 
one upon which all parties were agreed, 
and hon. Members opposite professed 
to be Temperance reformers. He 
believed the Government recognised 
the evils and desired to grapple with 
them, and they had now a great 
opportunity. Why should they not, in the 
interval of the Recess, appoint a Royal 
Commission or Committee to inquire into 
this question, and get together informa- 
tion, which would enable them to take 
in hand some effective mode of temper- 
ance reform? If ever a Commission 
was justified, the one he proposed 
would be. There was another subject 
with which the Government was face 
to face, of graver import, the old ques- 
tion of the future of Irish Government. 
He could not help thinking that they 
were near the last trial of the old system, 
and that the time was come when they 
should recognise that there two ways 
only of dealing with the matter, either 
to govern Ireland in accordance with 
the wishes of the majority of 82 of its 
representatives, or to disfranchise them. 
He did not believe they would be able 
in the next session to deal with much 
else besides the Irish question. He 
believed the late Government had done 
useful work, and raised the level of 
administrative records and of legisla- 
tion. The Conservative Party of to-day 
was no longer the party merely of 
the landlord and the parson, but em- 
braced within itself every kind of indi- 
vidual and special interest ; they were 
practically a single-Chamber ‘ party, 
having the House of Lords—if he might 
use the expression—in their pocket, and 
had thus a great opportunity. He 
believed the functions of the Opposition 
were something more than to oppose, 
and that they might prove to be func- 
tions of co-operation. He, for one, so 
far from offering opposition to what 
might be good in the policy of. hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, would wish them 
godspeed in their best endeavours to 
carry out that policy. 

Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.) said he 
was aware that it was not customary for 
an ordinary supporter of the Govern- 
ment to occupy time by speaking on the 
Address, but desperate diseases required 
exceptional remedies. [Opposition cheers.] 
desired to ask the Government 
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whether they would take into considera- 
tion the possibility of introducing excep- 
tional legislation for that part of East 
Anglia which was in such a desperate 
condition at the present moment. Things 
were infinitely worse in Essex to-day 
than they were a year ago. Owing to 
the drought wheat was not worth £1 an 
acre, and oats and other crops had had 
to be practically destroyed ; and although 
he was bound to say that, when the 
present Government’s majority became 
an accomplished fact, they got some rain 
—[Loud laughter |—practically that was 
not of very much use. Last year a 
motion for adjournment on the ques- 
tion of the destitution and misery 
then apparent in nearly every part 
of Essex was made by his colleague, 
Captain Naylor Leyland, now Sir Henry 
Naylor Leyland. He congratulated the 
Opposition on their recruit ; he did not 
bring them much luck, but he might be 
useful at the next General Election. 
[Laughter.| At that time land was 
going out of cultivation by farms, now 
itwas going out of cultivation by parishes, 
and the question was: How were the 
agricultural labourers, their wives, and 
children to be fed through the coming 
winter? There were precedents for ex- 
ceptional legislation. Thirty years ago 
exceptional legislation was introduced 
with reference to Lancashire ; the Leader 
of the House introduced exceptional 
legislation with reference to the con- 
gested districts of Ireland four years 
ago; and Mr. John Morley, not six 
months ago, initiated a vote of £35,000 
in order to relieve agricultural distress 
in the west of Ireland. He knew Ireland 
pretty well, and he could assure the 
House that the distress which existed in 
some parts of South-East Essex now was 
quite as bad as that which existed in 
Clare and Kerry when he knew them. 
He did not ask for any extraordinary 
measures. It had been suggested that 
in those parts of East Anglia which 
were now going out of cultivation a 
bonus should be given on the growth of 
wheat in order simply to find bread for 
the agricultural labourers. He did not 


suggest that the proposal was practicable ; 
but at any rate they could take off taxa- 
tion on land rated under 10s. an acre, 
and they could lend money to landlords 
to pay off the tithe rent-charge. Whether 
the Government initiated exceptional 
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legislation or not, he had done his duty, 
and though he had been returned to give 
a general support to the Government, 
there were thousands of people in Essex 
who would wish him and the other 
representatives of the county to support 
that party which would endeavour to 
raise them from their present state of 
destruction and destitution. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND rose to 
move as an amendment to add to the 
Address :— 


“ Humbly to represent to your Majesty that 
this House is of opinion that it is the duty of 
her Majesty's Ministers to declare without 
delay their policy with regard to the questions 
of Home Rule, of land law reform, including 
amendment of the existing Land Acts, of com- 
pulsory land purchase, reinstatement of the 
evicted tenants, and the industrial condition of 
Ireland, in all which matters an overwhelming 
majority of the Irish people are vitally 
interested.” 


His object, he said, was to ask from the 
Government a declaration of policy on 
those great and burning questions upon 
the proper settlement of which the over- 
whelming majority of the Irish people 
believed that the future welfare, peace, 
and freedom of their country depended. 
First and foremost stood the question of 
Home Rule. So far as Ireland was con- 
cerned the demand for national self- 
government still held the field. Every 
Trish election turned upon it; five- 
sixths of the electors declared in 
favour of it ; and even if there were no 
English Home Rule Party in existence 
at all, such a demand could not be 
ignored by any Parliament or any 
Government majority. Believing that 
that demand was just in itself, and 
founded upon reason and sound policy, 
and that upon its concession depended 
the freedom and happiness of Ireland 
and the general welfare of the Empire, 
they were bound to seize the earliest 
opportunity of calling upon the Govern- 
ment to face the question and deal with 
it. He was aware that the present 
majority was opposed to Home Rule, 
but he protested against the statement 
repeatedly made that the verdict at the 
recent General Election was a verdict 
against Home Rule. Many representa- 
tives of Ireland in the last Parliament 
did their best to compel the late Govern- 
ment to dissolve Parliament when the 
Home Rule Bill was defeated. They 
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believed that Home Rule was almost the 
only question upon which the various 
sections of the Liberal Party were abso- 
lutely united, and they had reason to 
know from the past history of Parliament 
that a clear and distinct verdict from 
the constituences of the Three Kingdoms 
in favour of Home Rule would have 
ensured the settlement of that question 
even by areluctant and unwilling House 
of Lords. But other counsels prevailed. 
The policy of hanging up Home Rule, 
and going on with Disestablishment, 
Local Veto, and a hundred other ques- 
tions upon which the Liberal Party were 
divided among themselves, was adopted. 
The result was that the Liberal Party 
met with shipwreck and disaster at 
the polls. Immediately before the Elec- 
tion Lord Rosebery declared to his party 


that the contest was not to be on the’! 


question of Home Rule, but on the 
question of the House of Lords and on 
the items of the Newcastle Programme. 
But whether the Election turned on 
Home Rule or not, it was the demand of 
the overwhelming majority of the Trish 
people, and would have to be faced, and 
he desired to warn the Government that, 


do what they might with their big major- 


ity, they would find, just as English 
statesmen had already found in the past, 
that Ireland could not be satisfactorily 


governed from Westminster—{Cheers]— | 


and that the only cure for Irish ills was 
the restoration of the rights of national 
self-government which had been safely 


conceded to different portions of the’ 


dominions of the Queen throughout the 
world, and which had everywhere been 
found to be productive of peace, pros- 
perity, and happiness. So far as they 
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for Ireland increased poverty, depopula- 
tion, industrial ruin, a suspension of 
constitutional freedom, and a widespread 
disaffection among the population. He 
was aware it was argued that the 
alternative policy to Home Rule had 
never had a fair chance. If that be so, 
then this alternative policy never had 
such a good chance of trial as it had now. 
So far as he was concerned he trusted 
that the Government would give every 
test to that alternative policy. The 
Government had their opportunity now. 
They enjoyed unexampled power ; they 
had an unparalleled majority ; and 
therefore, as far as he was concerned, 
the more they tested that alternative 
policy during their tenure of office the 
better pleased he should.be. Let the 
|Government enter on their task of 
showing that they had the will to govern 
Ireland well and constitutionally, and 
that Parliament had the time and the 
capacity to deal properly with Trish 
reforms. The Government had enor- 
mous power, and the object of his 
Amendment was to ask them how 
they were going to use that power. 
He was not afraid to see the testing of 
this alternative policy of the Govern- 
ment. In the process of testing it, 
Ireland might obtain some solid advant- 
ages which she had not obtained and 
could not obtain from the late Govern- 
ment ; but, so far as the ultimate result 
was concerned, in his opinion it was be- 
yond doubt that, do what they would, 
they could not destroy that which was 
| indestructible—namely, the passionate 
|demand of the overwhelming majority of 
|the Irish people for autonomy. Neither 
‘could they perform the impossible— 
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knew the policy of the Government it | namely, to govern a nation successfully 
was founded on the belief that, without in opposition to the will of the vast 
Home Rule the Imperial Parliament had | majority of the governed. In the opinion 
the will, the time, and the capacity to | of the Nationalist Members, Home Rule 
govern Ireland properly. This was their | was the only solution of this problem ; 
alternative policy to Home Rule—a just, | and whether it came soon, or whether it 
a constitutional, and a competent govern-|came late, to that and to that alone 
ment of Ireland from Westminster.| could Irish Nationalists look for the 
Since the date of the Union there had | ultimate salvation of their country. 
been no such government of Ireland | Surely, therefore, they were entitled at 
from Westminster. [Cheers.] Of that | the earliest moment to some information 
there could be no dispute ; and there was | as to the alternative policy of the Gov- 
the one broad indisputable fact that,|ernment. Why should the Irish people, 
while ruling Ireland from Westminster| who were eagerly asking for various 
had meant for Great Britain prosperity, | pressing reforms, be left between now 


happiness, and freedom, it had meant - February in absolute ignorance as 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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to what the Government were going to 
do? The hon. Member for the Southern 
Division of County Dublin declared the 
other day, in an election speech that— 


“A strong Unionist Government is now in 
power, and I think it is a Government which 
realises the fact that no Irish policy could have 
any hope of success unless there is some weight 
of Irish opinion at its back.”’ 


What did that declaration mean? Did 
the hon. Member mean the opinion of 
that small ring of Irish Unionists who 
had opposed not only Home Rule, but 
every measare proposed for the ameliora- 
tion of the lot of the Irish people? Or 
did he not rather mean that the Govern- 
ment must have at its back the moral 
force of the support of that large section 
of Nationalists as well as Unionists of 
Treland? What, then, were the Govern- 
ment going to do on the various Irish 
questions? What did they intend to do 
as to the Irish Land Question? The 
first point in connection with Irish land 
was the absolute and admitted necessity 
of passing some Bill to amend the exist- 
ing Land Acts. The term of the judicial 
rents established in 1881 were expiring. 
The Bill brought in by Mr. Morley last 
Session, dealing with certain vital points, 
passed its Second Reading unanimously. 
Did the Government intend to deal with 
this question-——-and when? He saw no 
reason why the Government should not 
introduce a Land Bill at once, which 
would practically pass by unanimous 
consent through all its stages, and which 
would not occupy a large portion of time, 
and whieh would he received by the 
whole agricultural population — of 
Ireland with gratification and approval. 
The late Government introduced a Land 
Bill amending the Land Act of 1881, 
and it was their intention to pass it into 
law this year. The Leader of the House, 
he understood, for he had not heard him, 
had said that there was no urgency and 
that no inconvenience would arise 
between now and next February. He 
should be sorry to controvert the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman, 
knowing that he must have information 
on which he based his statement. Would 
the representative of the Government 
rise in that Debate and assure them that 
next February, at the very first period 
of the Session, a Bill such as had been 
indicated would be introduced? There 
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was widespread anxiety in Ireland all 
through the country on this question, 
and it would show a very poor apprecia- 
tion of their position and responsibilities 
with regard to Ireland if the Govern- 
ment allowed this Debate to close with- 
out sending to the Irish people some 
positive assurance that next February a 
Land Bill would be introduced. This 
land question was not confined to the 
amendment of Acts already passed. 
Dual ownership had absolutely broken 
down, and the only solution was to be 
found in the establishment of the tenant- 
farmers as the owners of the land that 
they tilled. It was a remarkable fact, 
and it encouraged him in the appeal he 
now made, that all the Land Purchase 
Bills for Ireland had been passed by 
Conservative Governments. _ [“ Hear, 
hear!”|] He gathered from that cheer 
of the Leader of the House that it was 
the settled policy of the Government 
that the settlement of the land question 
must take the form of purchase and not 
of dual ownership. Land purchase had 
been a failure in some respects, and a 
great success in other respects. The 
operation of the Land Purchase Acts 
had been partial, but the operation so 
far had been most beneficial to Ireland, 
and most creditable to the Irish tenant- 
farmers, who, he proceeded to show 
from the last report of the Irish 
Land Commission, had punctually paid 
up the instalments of their loans. 
The figures given in the report proved 
the honesty of the Irish tenants, and 
they proved the absolute safety of these 
investments of the funds of the British 
taxpayer. There was no danger what- 
ever. |‘ Hear, hear !”| In some respects, 
however, the purchase system had been 
an absolute and dismal failure. The 
operations of the Irish land purchase 
system had practically ceased to exist. 
Why? Not because there was not suffi- 
cient money to carry it out, but because 
of the defects in the machinery which 
was provided for the working of the 
schemes. He found that in the Ash- 
bourne Act ten millions sterling was 
provided for the carrying out of land 
purchase, and of that amount £9,900,000 
had been sanctioned in loans, showing 
that that amount had been utilised. 
But what of the Act of 1891, a much 
more far-reaching scheme? That Act 
provided £33,000,000 for the purchase 
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scheme and the carrying out of that) 
policy. The latest returns showed that | 
only £1,900,000 had been sanctioned | 
and paid out, and the whole of the rest | 
of the £33,000,000 had been absolutely 
useless for the object in view. There- 
fore he contended the Act of 1891 had 
been almost a complete failure. The 
Government which was responsible for 
these Acts should not lose a moment in | 
inquiring into the reasons of the failure, 
and passing an Act remedying it. | 
[‘ Hear, hear!”] It was enough for him 
to point out these facts to urge the 
Government to—if he might say so— 
grease the machinery, so that it might 
act better in the future. But he urged 
on the Government that it was not 
merely their duty to grease the machinery 
to remedy the defects of the Act of 1891, 
but to provide further funds which might 
be necessary to complete the process of 
Irish land purchase. No Irish Land 
Purchase Bill passed on the lines of the 
Act of 1891 would finally settle the 
question. There were certain portions 
of Ireland that could never be dealt with 
under it; there were certain estates 
which could never be dealt with by the 
voluntary system of land purchase. He 
held that the ultimate settlement could 
only be reached by a system into which 
the element of compulsion would enter. 
There was nothing absolutely new in 
this, and gentlemen need not make 
wry faces over it. The principle 
entered into the Rent Redemption Act. 
He was quite willing that compulsion 
should be applied to the tenant as well 
as the landlord. Let a power be given 
to compel the landlord to sell, and, if 
necessary, let a power be given to compel 
the tenant to buy. He asked for a pro- 
nouncement on this question. Did the 
Government adhere still to the principle 
of purchase as the solution of the Irish 
agrarian difficulty? If so, let them 
amend the Act of 1891 so that the 
wheels of the machine might be made to 
move, and let the principle of compulsion 
be brought to bear in those parts of the 
country where a voluntary system had 
failed. The third matter to which he 
desired to refer was the question of the 
evicted tenants. What did the Govern- 
ment propose to do? They could not 
contemplate with equanimity the con- 
tinuation of the present state of things. 
There were some thousands of families 
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living upon the roadside and dependent 
upon the generosity of their fellow- 
countrymen. They would have been 
reduced to absolute beggary and destitu. 
tion by this time if he and some of his 
friends had not successfully prevented 
the squandering, three or four years ago, 
of what was known as the Paris Fund, 
which had now been available for some 
months for the sustainment of these 
poor people. But this money would be 
exhausted in no long time, and what 
statesman could view with equanimity 
hundreds of homeless families driven to 
desperation by the thought that there 
was no hope of an amelioration of their 
lot? In the last Parliament the present 
Leader of the House, the Colonial 
Secretary, the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, the right hon. Member for 
Liskeard, and other prominent Members 
of the Unionist Party, declared that they 
were most anxious that the evicted 
tenants should return to their old homes, 
and that they recognised that the con- 
dition of these men was a menace to the 
public peace. What, then, were the 
Government going todo? He, of course, 
should prefer a compulsory. scheme of 
reinstatement, because there were certain 
landlords, like Lord Clanricarde, who 
would never be induced to take advan- 
tage of a voluntary scheme, and on 
whom compulsion must be exercised 
before a settlement could be arrived at, 
He recognised, however, that a voluntary 
scheme, proposed and carried out by the 
Conservative Party, who were in sympa- 
thy with the landlord party in Ireland, 
and were supported by them, was a very 
different thing from a voluntary scheme 

by Mr. Morley, with whom the 
landlords were in bitter antagonism. If 
the present Government would introduce 
in good faith a voluntary scheme, and 
provide sufficient money for the purposes 
of the measure, and use their undoubted 
influence upon the landlords, he believed 
that the result would be that the vast 
majority of the evicted tenants would be 
restored to their holdings in a very short 
time. The Government must be anxious 
to preserve peace in Ireland, but how 
could they hope to do so unless they 
took measures to deal with this question 
effectively? Why should they not deal with 
it this Session? A Bill framed on the lines 
which he had described could, if neces- 
sary, pass through all its stages in that 
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House in one day, and it could be passed|land. His own view was_ that 
by the complaisant legions in another|Ireland has been robbed of millions 
place in half-an hour. It need not cause |annually since the date of the Union. 
any prolongation of the Session, for all | Anything Ireland could get from England 
sections of the House would agree to the in sustainment of Irish industries was 
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ing of sucha Bill. Another subject 
to which he wished to call attention was 
the demand made by men of all parties 
in Ireland for the creation of a Board of 
Agriculture. This was not a party ques- 
tion at all, Men of all political com- 
plexions were strongly in favour of the 
creation of such a board. If, as ex- 
perience had proved, the establishment 
of a department of that kind was wise 
for England, where agriculture now was 
not the most important industry of the 
country, surely there ought to be a 
similar department in Ireland, where 
agriculture was the business of the over- 
whelming majority of the population. 
Upon this and the other matters to 
which he had referred he did expect 
conciliatory and, up to a certain point, 
satisfactory assurances from the Govern- | 
ment. The {last topic which he should | 
touch was the industrial condition of, 
Ireland. England for her own selfish 
purposes in days now gone by, had 
destroyed the industries of Ireland and 
converted it into a purely agricultural 
country. Having done that and fostered 
her own industries, England introduced 
the principle of free trade, an enormous 
boon, no doubt, to the population of 
Great Britain, but certainly not a boon 
to the purely agricultural population of 
Ireland. When the present Leader of 
the House was conducting the régime of 
coercion in Ireland, he fought the right 
hon. Gentleman foot to foot to the best 
of his power, but that great disagreement 
did not prevent him from recognisi 
that in connection with the industrial 
question the right hon. Gentleman did 
show some appreciation of what was due 
from this country to Ireland in respect 
of past misgovernment. The right hon, 
Gentleman introduced a railway scheme 
in the west of Ireland, which, though 
defective, was valuable as far as it went, 
and he for his part looked forward to 
the present Government’s resuming the 
policy of which that scheme formed part. 
If anything was to be done to improve 
Ireland’s industrial condition it must be 
by such means. It must not be thought 
that he was making an appeal in forma 
pauperis on behalf of his native 


| but the repayment of a very small portion 
lof that money of which she had been 
robbed by misgovernment in the past. 
The right hon. Gentleman did more. 
‘He established a Congested Districts 
‘Board. That Board had not in his 
|opinion been a success, but he could 
truthfully say that he believed that its 
‘want of success has been due almost 
entirely to the fact that it had not had 
at its disposal sufficient funds for the 
object for which it was established. The 
cost of working that Board would be no 
greater if there were put at its disposal 
ten times the amount they had at this 
moment. Thenon the question of Irish 
fisheries much could be done by a Govern- 
ment which desired to be sympathetic 
and friendly, and he could remember one 
thing the right hon. Gentleman attempted 
to do when he was in Office about the 
year 1888. He made a proposal in 
the House for a free grant of £600,000 
to be used in the drainage of certain 
\Irish rivers. That proposal met with 
strenuous opposition from unexpected 
quarters, and was practically defeated 
and dropped. He mentioned these 
matters as instances of the direc- 
tion in which a friendly attitude on 
this industrial question might lead to 
the enormous material benefit of the 
people of Ireland. There were many 
other questions such as education, the 
‘claims of the Christian Brothers, of the 
Municipal Franchise on which he might 
dwell, but he felt that he had already 
trespassed too long on the attention of 
the House. His object had been to 
obtain from the Government a declara- 
tion of policy in matters of vital 
importance to Ireland. The present 
Government had great and unexampled 
power at its back. They believed, and 
vainly believed that they could govern 
Ireland wisely and well without Home 
Rule. He invited them to make the 
experiment, but he ended as he began 
by expressing his firm conviction that it 
was in the natureof things impossible that 
Ireland could ever be peaceful, con- 
tented or prosperous, except under the 
sheltering care of a Government and 
Parliament which would at one and the 


[First Night] 
















| 
i 








111 Address in {COMMONS} Answer to Her 112 


same time watch over its material | Parliamenthadexistedit would havedealt 
interests and satisfy the national pride | with such questions as those relating to 
of the Irish people. In conclusion he | railways in the west, the reclamation and 
begged to move the Amendment of| utilisation of waste lands, and the de. 
which he had given notice. velopment of the industrial resources of 
Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green) | Ireland. He quite admitted that another 
said, that he seconded the Amendment | step was taken in the right direction in 
proposed by his Leader, and wished to| the establishment of the Congested Dis- 
join heartily and emphatically in the | tricts Board, which, underthe sympathetic 
declarations he had made, that, in pro-| direction of the hon. Member for South 
posing the Amendment, he was not) Dublin, had already done much good, 
to be taken, and the Irish people were | and was calculated, with such aid, to do 
not to be taken, as abating one jot of | more. But the main stumblingblock in 
their demand for national self-govern-| the way of the Board had been the par- 
ment. The determination of the Irish | simonious manner in which money was 
people was unalterable, and, no matter | doled out to it for the purpose of carry- 
what this House did in the way of| ing on itswork. Without the provision 
ameliorative legislation, it could not take | of adequate funds it was idle to look for 
away the right, nor get rid of the claim, | the board being able to confer greater 
of Treland to self-government. He must | benefits on Ireland than it already had 
assume that the present Government, |done. The present Chief Secretary had 
while it denied the necessity for Home| not been long in office, but others who 
Rule, strongly asserted that this House} had been connected with the Government 
was capable of dealing fairly by Ireland | of Ireland would tell him that there was 
in the matter of legislation, and that no | nothing more likely to give him and those 
declaration of Trish Members to the con- | aiding him a peaceful autumn and winter 
trary would diminish the responsibility | than a sympathetic declaration in refer- 
the Government had assumed. As to} ence to the evicted tenants. It could 
the question of the land, he joined with | not be doubted that it was a constant 
his hon. Friend in the opinion that there | menace to the public peace of Ireland to 
was scarcely anyone in the House or| have large masses of men who were prac- 
out of it, who would not say that in| tically out on the roadsideand ina stateof 
purchase lies the ultimate solution of| the most abject poverty. The Irish Mem- 
the question. He went further and said | bershad no desire for disorder and crime in 
that, owing to the peculiar circumstances | Ireland, which they abhorred as much as 
of Ireland, it was becoming more andj anyone, but they could not shut their 
more obvious every day that the principle | eyes to the fact that if the Government 
of compulsion must be united with the | sowed the seeds of disorder they must - 
principle of purchase, and no settlement | reap the crop of disorder in consequence. 
which did not combine them could be| He trusted, therefore, there would be 
final. Any proposal or declaration of some sympathetic declaration from the 
policy must go to the extent of admitting | right hon. Gentleman on the subject of 
that no class of tenants shall in future be| the restoration of the evicted tenants. 
excluded from the benefits of the legisla-| With regard to the development of the 
tion of 1881. This condition must| industrial resources of Ireland, their 
accompany purchase where it was| efforts would be unavailing unless the 
optional or compulsory. It was idle to| question of education were also dealt 
suppose you could have contentment, | with, so that the people might be trained 
when a man on one side of the road | to expend their labour in an intelligent 
was in the full enjoyment of the rights/| direction, The principal of compulsion 
conferred by the Act of 1881, while his| should be applied to primary education, 
neighbour, on the other side, could not/and secondly, greater attention should 
enter the Court to claim them. He! be paid to technical instruction. He 
quite admitted that the former Con-| occupied an office in Dublin which 
servative Government did much good by | brought him into daily contact with the 
the policy they adopted, but it was| poorer classes of the citizens, and he was 
because its legislation was in the direction | appalled by the evidences of ignorance 
that an Irish Parliament would have| which came before hin, not in old people 
taken. Noone could doubt that if an Irish | —for whom it might be said they had not 
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the facilities for obtaining an education 
which now existed—but among young 
young people who were of school age. 
Where they found children who were 
not reaping, and where there was no 
machinery to compel them to reap the 
benefits of education, it was safe to 
assume that the educational system itself 
was wrong. The Irish system of educa- 
tion being non-compulsory, was entirely 
defective, and until it was remedied in 
this respect it was hopeless for them to 
look up to the building up and develop- 
ment of Irish industries. There should 
be machinery to compel the attendance 
of children at school. The Bill of the 
Conservative Government of 1892 con- 
tained only the germ of compulsion, 
which, however, was left in so defective 
a state that the Act must remain a dead 
letter until it was amended in this regard. 
He urged the right hon. Gentleman to 
give them an assurance that the Act of 
1892 should be amended so as to make 
the attendance of children of a school 
age compulsory, and which would thus 
result in many children who were now 
running wild as beggars in the streets of 
our large towns, receiving the benefits of 
an education which would help them to 
become useful and intelligent citizens. 
He had seen it stated that Ireland was 
insulted by the suggestion of the principle 
of compulsion. If that were so, then all 
Europe had been insulted by it. He 
failed to see where was the insult which 
said there should be a law to compel the 
bad parent to do that which a good 
parent was glad to do by his offspring. 
It was to education they must look for 
the improvement of every branch of the 
industrial resources of Ireland. It was 
the condition of industry in Ireland, and 
especially of the land industry, which 
filled its cities with the poorest and most 
helpless elements of the population, 
thereby depressing the existing standard 
of wages and adding to the burden of 
the local rates. The overflow from that 
very circumstance,too, alsolargely affected 
England, because, owing to the depressed 
condition of industry in Ireland, large 
numbers of labourers were obliged to 
migrate from their own country to 
England in order to obtain the means 
of paying their rent and purchasing the 
necessaries of life. This, again, had the 
effect of lowering the rate of the wages 
paid to the labourers in England as well 
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asin Ireland. He trusted they should 
hear from the right hon. Gentleman 
some declaration in the sense of the 
Amendment. 

*Mr. HORACE PLUNKETT (Dub- 
lin Co., South) said, the hon. Member 
for Waterford whose attitude on the 
Irish question had found a great deal of 
sympathy on that side of the House had 
challenged him to say whether he stood 
by certain words he used in his election 
speeches. He did not remember the 
exact words he used, but they were to 
the effect that in his belief no settlement 
of the Irish question could be brought 
about by the Government now in power 
unless it had some regard to Irish opinion. 
He held strongly by those words. The 
hon. Member for Waterford confronted 
him with the fact that Nationalist Mem- 
bers from Ireland had come back to this 
Parliament 82 in numbers against 80 in 
the last Parliament, and from that he 
argued that it was a forlorn hope to look 
for any change of opinion in Ireland. 
He was fortunate enough to enjoy inti- 
mate relations with his countrymen of 
all creeds and classes, and he had come 
to the firm conviction that opinion in 
Ireland as to the blessings of Home Rule 
was rapidly changing. He believed the 
Trish question had to-day entered on an 
entirely new phase. A Unionist Govern- 
ment had come in with a mandate of un- 
paralleled authority,and hadatremendous 
opportunity. Those who thought with 
him, while they entertained high hopes 
of what the Government might do, were 
not without anxiety. They had no faith 
that any solution of the Irish question 
could be final unless the Government of 
Ireland by England was conceived in a 
new spirit. By this he did not mean a 
spirit which had not been evinced hither- 
to by leading Members of the present 
Government, but a spirit which had 
never before had an opportunity of taking 
any practical effect. He believed it was in 
the power of this Government, not only to 
allay, but for ever to set at rest this per- 
ennial trouble. The dissensions among 
Nationalist Members made the opportu- 
nity of the Government far more obvious 
than it would otherwise be. But a few 
years ago a remarkable man exercised 
dominion over the Irish party, the like of 
which had not been sen in the present 
century. If that man had lived and 
had not suffered worse than death, it 
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was hard to say what he might not have | Imperial sentiment which was regarded 
on the Ministerial side of the House as 


achieved. He might have succeeded in 

ruling Ireland for a time, but he him- | absolutely necessary for the salvation of 
self maintained that that rule must/ Ireland. Unless such a policy was 
have been short lived. It would have adopted there would continue to be 
been autocracy and Cesarism out of line agitation for Home Rule, which he 
with the progress of the age, and he considered to be the curse of Ireland and 
believed it would have materially a difficulty, if not a grave danger, to the 
retarded the political progress of the Irish Government of the Empire. The Leader 
people. He believed that the dissensions of the House, in a recent speech, seemed 
he had referred to had a deeper origin to be in entire accord with the views he 
than personal considerations, and that had expressed. Speaking at Alnwick, 
they arose out of the breakdown of the Northumberland, on 19th July last, 
Parnell autocracy, and he expected to after stating that he considered the 
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see the development of criticism and 
discrimination as between persons 
rapidly develop into criticism and dis- 
crimination between policies. When 


this occurred he considered it would be | 


the great opportunity of the Conserva- 
tive Party to show the Irish people that 
it was not a choice between wild and 
inadmissible proposals and _ barren 
denials, which all must admit often had 
to give way when agitation was press 

to a certain point, but that they had a 
real middle course and a real alternative 
policy. In asking his friends from 
Treland to consider the present position 
of the Home Rule cause, was it not 
true to say that in Ireland itself, at any 
rate, it was not as active as it was a 
few years ago. On the Ministerial 
side of the House they believed the 
Irish people were gradually being dis- 
illusioned from chimeras in which they 
had indulged and were beginning to 
face the realities of the case. In 
America, which after all he believed to 
be the stronghold of militant nationalism, 
there was an ominous silence. The 
Colonies were apathetic and “the 
civilised world” was hardly worth 
appealing to. England, “the predomi- 
nant partner,” the promised convert, 
seemed after due deliberation to have 
returned: to her instinctive Imperial- 
ism. Believing as he did in this alter- 
native policy, he did not wish to 
associate himself with any demand for a 
detailed statement of that policy at 
present, but he asked the Chief Secretary 
to make some authoritative declaration 
on the part of the Government as to 
what their general opinions were as to 
the need of advancing the political 
development of the people and the 
material development of the country. 
Such a policy alone would awaken that 


Mr. Horace Plunkett. 


‘sentiment of nationality to be an en- 
/nobling sentiment, and that his Union- 
|ism contemplated the broadening and 
| deepening rather than the attenuation 
of that sentiment, he used this remark- 
able language— 

| « I learned a lesson which I shall never forget 
whilst I was in Ireland, that after all many of 
|the ills of Ireland arise from the poverty of 
| Ireland, and this poverty was, I fear, in genera- 
| tions now long gone by in part the work of 
| England and Scotland. So now the prosperity 
| of Ireland must be sought in a closer union with 
those two parts of the Empire which I am glad 
to think have entirely changed in their view 
what the British policy to Ireland should be. 
There was a time, an unhappy time, when the 
British Parliament thought that they were well 
employed in crushing out Irish manufactures 
in the interests of British producer. It was a 
cruel and it has proved to be a stupid ga 
That policy, thank goodness, never will 
mor But if England and Scotland had it 
in their power to do a great economic injury to 
Treland in the past they surely have shown that 
it is now in their power to confer great economic 
advantages upon Ireland in the future. Some 
efforts of that kind were made by us, by the 
Government of which I was a member between 
1886 and 1892. I see no sufficient reason why 
the policy then successfully carried out to a 
certain point should not be continued.’’ 


It seemed to him (Mr. Plunkett) 
that this speech must have been in 
the mind of the hon. Member 
for Waterford when he _ appealed 
to the Chief Secretary for Ireland to 
repeat what the Leader of the House had 
said. Of all the Members on that side 
of the House there was none whose 
appointment to the post of Chief Secre- 
tary met with more universal approval 
on both sides of the House than the 
appointment of the brother of the 
present Leader of the House. He looked 
forward to the new Chief Secretary 
becoming the true representative of Ire- 
land, and he had no doubt that if the 
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policy he would inaugurate was given a 
fair chance it would succeed. The hon. 
Member for Waterford went too far 
when he stated that Ireland was robbed 
every year of millions in taxation 
by this country. It was better to 
reserve their judgment on the point 
until the Commission on the Financial 
Relations between England and Ireland 
had reported. If it reported favourably 
to Ireland he would be heart and hand 
with the hon. Member in trying to get 
fair redress. He believed that this 
much, however, would appear in the 
Report—that the two countries were 
and must ever be mutually dependent on 
each other, and it was folly to talk of 
closing the account between them. But 
he was sure it would strengthen the 
claim of Ireland upon the liberality of 
England. He would go further, and say 
that he would make allowance for the 


fact of having given Ireland Constitu- | 


tional means of expressing her opinions, 
and Ireland having constantly clamoured 
for what England could give her. 
Those considerations, he thought, were 
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or even an unfair share of it. In the 
immediate future the Land Bill would 
block the way of all other controversial 
legislation, but there was no doubt the 
House expected from the present Govern- 
ment a large measure of local govern- 
ment and an educational measure. In 
addition there were hosts of measures 
which, after consultation amongst Irish 
Members of all classes, might be non- 
controversial. Such consultation he 
recommended because, if Irish Members 
could come to some understanding 
amongst themselves upon measures that 
were urgently required by Ireland, they 
could undoubtedly successfully appeal to 
the Government for the time necessary 
to pass the legislation. Private Bill 
legislation affecting Ireland had been 
admitted in that House to be a matter 
of importance, but nothing had been 
done. Some years ago very prominent 
Statesmen on the Conservative side of the 
House gave it as their opinion that the 
acquisition of railways in Ireland was a 
feasible proposal, and one that ought to 





be worked out. He thought the time 


a fair answer to the statement that|/ had come when Irishmen should join 
England got nothing from the Imperial | together to bring wise and _ beneficent 
Parliament, and Ireland got everything. | schemes down from the shelf to which 
The hon. Member for Waterford told | they had been relegated by wild and 
them that he was prepared to welcome | impracticable proposals. The hon. 
the alternative policy, and to give it a| Member for St. Patrick’s Division of 
fair trial. He must know it was inad-| Dublin wrote a little while ago, a letter 
visable for the Government to divulge|to the leading organ of the Parnellite 





their Trish policy at this time. 
anxious for a forward Irish policy,—and 
hon. Members opposite agreed to allow 
that policy a fair chance. Did the hon. 
Gentleman consider it a necessary part 
of that engagement to do his utmost 
to try and keep Ireland quiet during 
the coming winter? Hon. Members 
must see that if the country was again 
to be disturbed it would be impossible 
for the Government to introduce a policy 
with any fair chance of submitting it 
impartially to the Irish people. The 
difficulty of getting Irish legislation 
through the Imperial Parliament was 
that it took ten times the amount of talk 
and turmoil to do next to nothing for 
Ireland {Nationalist cheers] than it took 
to pass legislation for England. Surely 
the remedy for this state of things was 
with the Irish Members themselves. 1t 
must be obvious to them that confronted 
by an enormous majority, they could not 
monopolise the whole time of the House, 


He was! Party. In that letter the hon. Member 


| made the suggestion that the Irish Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House should 
| form themselves into a Committee to 
| promote useful Irish legislation. That 
|was a somewhat belated suggestion, 
though he was quite ready to admit the 
spirit of the suggestion was an admir- 
able one. The terms in which the 
suggestion was couched were still more 
admirable. The letter began with the 
words, “as a nation cannot live on 
politics alone.” Those were words he 
would like to see written large in the pre- 
amble of every Irish Act. He was 
heartily in sympathy with the suggestion 
made by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, that there should be a Department 
of the Board of Agriculture in Ireland, 
as there was no doubt that the case of 
Treland’s greatest industry was now in a 
very ludicrous position. He was quite 
prepared to admit that the funds at 
the disposal of the Congested Districts 
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Board were inadequate for the work 
entrusted to them, and in conclusion he 
asserted that the Party in office were in 
& position to resist Home Rule for some 
time to come; but, he asked all Irish 
Members opposite to meet the Govern- 
ment in the spirit displayed by the hon. 
Member for Waterford, and give the 
alternative policy to autonomy a fair 
chance. 

Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, E.) 
said he rose for the purpose of proposing 
an Amendment to the Amendment moved 
by the hon. Member for Waterford ; but, 
before he dealt with that Amendment, 
he desired to say a few words in reply 
to the speech of the hon. Member for 
South Dublin. Few would question the 
truth of the boast of the hon. Gentleman 
that his Party were now in a position 
to resist Home Rule for a considerable 
time. The Government of this country 
had resisted Home Rule for Ireland for 
90 years; but he thought many Members 
of the House, even many of those oppo- 
site, doubted whether they had done 
wisely. Whether the present occupants 
of the Ministerial benches would resist 
the granting of Home Rule to Ireland 
during the period of this Parliament, 
was a question which they alone could 
decide. The hon. Member for South 
Dublin said he recognized that there 
could be no permanent settlement of 
the Irish question until the government 
of Ireland by England was carried on in 
a very different spirit to that in which it 
had been carried on in the past. The 
people of Ireland held that there could 

no satisfactory settlement of the 
condition of Ireland until the govern- 
ment of Ireland by England, in the sense 
in which it had been carried on in the 
past, had come to an end altogether. 
The fact was that that House was in- 
capable of governing Ireland. [Jronical 
cheers and laughter.| He saw that there 
were some new Members in that 
House who laughed at that statement, 
but its accuracy was confirmed by the 
experience of the last ninety years. 
[Nationalist cheers.| It was the firm 
conviction of the Irish Nationalist Party 
that Ireland could not be properly 
governed until the Irish Government 
was made responsible to the Irish people 
instead of to that House. He did not 
know whether hon. Members opposite 
had taken to heart the lesson furnished 


Mr. Horace Plunkett. 
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by the late elections in Ireland, which 


was a most interesting and instructive 
one. Because, whereas in this country 
there had been such a swing of political 
opinion as almost amounted to a revolu- 
tion, the Irish Members had come back 
to that House almost exactly as they 
had left it, with the exception that the 
result of the recent General Election was 
to show that the Unionists had lost 
ground in that country inasmuch as the 
Nationalists had won two seats from 
them. Indeed, he had no hesitation in 
saying that, had it been found possible 
for the Irish Nationalist Pszty to have 
pulled together during the late Election, 
they would have won two, or perhaps 
even three more seats from the Unionsts. 
“Hear, hear!” and cries of “Oh!”] 

e did not intend to discuss that ques- 
tion further at that moment, he was 
merely stating what he believed to be the 
fact. It was a remarkable fact that, 
notwithstanding the unhappy dissensions 
and divisions that existed among the 
Irish Nationalists, the Unionists had 
lost ground in Ireland. [‘‘Hear, hear !”] 
Those were facts which no responsible 
Statesman, whether Liberal or Conserva- 
tive, could overlook. He hoped that the 
present Government would approach the 
question of the Government of Ireland 
in a very different spirit from that which 
had influenced the late Conservative 
Government. But, even if better coun- 
sels should guide the present Govern- 
ment, and different and more prudent 
ideas should prevail, he was satisfied 
that at the end of their long term of 
office, which with their majority of 152 
it was very reasonable to expect they 
would have, they would have to acknow- 
ledge that, like all preceding Govern- 
ments, they had failed to settle the Irish 
question, and must hand it over unsolved 
to their successors. The hon. Member 
for South Dublin (Mr. Horace C. 
Plunkett) had alluded to the ominous 
silence that prevailed in Ireland. He 
must remind the hon, Member that in 
spite of the great work of that great 
man Mr. Parnell, who by an almost 
miraculous effort had led the Irish in 
America to believe that the ills of Ire- 
land might be brought to an end 
by constitutional means and methods 
[Lronical cheers and laughter| and that 
upon the floor of the House the liberties 
of Ireland might be found, there was 
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now @ most ominous silence in America 
which he himself did not like for many 
reasons. That silence was a sign that 
the mighty work that Mr. Parnell had 
effected in America had been to a great 
extent unhappily destroyed. Mr. Parnell 
had ruled in a strong way a strong party 
in Ireland, and it was now said that 
if that party continued strong they 
constituted a danger to the Irish 
Unionists, and that if they were dis- 
united they were unfit to govern the 
country. The hon. Member for South 
Dublin had told the House that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House in the course of a 
speech that he had made, had said 
that during his visit to Ireland he had 
learned a lesson, and that he had come 
to the conclusion, from the experience he 
had gained in the course of that visit, 
that a great deal of the difficulties of 
Ireland were due to the poverty of the 
people. If the quotation of the hon. 
Member for South Dublin were accurate, 
it proved that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House went over to 
Ireland in blank ignorance of the ele- 
mentary facts relating to Ireland, and 
therefore of the needs of the country 
and of the proper method of governing 
it. Asa proof that Unionism had re- 
ceded in Ireland, he wished to point out 
that 45 of the 82 Irish Nationalists had 
been returned unopposed. He would 
now proceed to explain why he proposed 
to move an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Waterford 
City. ([Jronical cheers and lwughter.] 
His proposal appeared to amuse hon. 
Members opposite. The Amendment of 
the hon. Member set forth that it was 
the duty of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to declare without delay their 
policy with regard to Home Rule, Land 
Reform, and so on. He was not content 
with that, because what he wanted was 
not a declaration of policy, but a Bill. 
He wanted something practical to result 
from the present Session, and he there- 
fore proposed to omit all the words 
after the word “ Ministers” in the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Waterford, in order to insert those 
words— 


‘‘To propose immediate legislation to carry out 
the recommendations of the Committee of last 
year, for the revision of those judicial rents 
which have been declared by the Land Acts 
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Committee to be excessive; and to make pro- 
vision for the reinstatement on equitable terms 
of certain evicted tenants in Ireland.” 


That was the course taken by Mr. Parnell 
in the autumn of 1886, when there 
existed in Parliament an almost precisely 
similar condition of things as prevailed 
there now. In the spring of that yeara 
Home Rule Bill had been introduced 
and had been defeated in the House, and 
on an ap to the country which 
followed—an appeal on the question of 
Home Rule, and Home Rule alone— 
that verdict of the House was confirmed 
by a majority of over 122. Therefore, 
when Parliament assembled in the month 
of August, 1886, the Irish Party found 
themselves face to face with a majority 
of 122 opposed to Home Rule, and 
returned on the question of Home Rule 
alone, which he thought was hardly the 
case in regard to the recent General 
Election, and therefore, the cause of 
Home Rule had been worse in 1886 than 
it was now. On August 28th, 1886, in 
the course of the Debate on the Address, 
Mr. Parnell moved an Amendment 
pointing out that owing to the fall in 
prices in agricultural produce, thegreatest 
difficulty would be experienced by the 
farmers in paying their rents during the 
ensuing winter, that evictions were likely 
to follow, urging the Government to 
take steps to prevent that contingency 
arising. He desired to follow exactly 
the lines laid down by Mr. Parnell in 
1886. Mr. Parnell then thought it 
would be ridiculous to ask a Government 
which had been returned to power with 
a majority of 122 against Home Rule to 
proceed with a Home Rule policy, that 
it would only be giving the Government 
an unnecessary opportunity for exhibiting 
their majority by challenging them on the 
question on which the Election had been 
fought. But then, as now, there was a 
question affecting the lives of the mass 
of the people of Ireland, and the policy 
of Mr. Parnell was that they should 
demand of the Government, in accord- 
ance with their pledges to govern Ireland 
justly and wisely, and to immediately 
apply a remedy to a great evil, the 
existence of which everybody admitted. 
Those words applied accurately to the 
present time. Could anyone deny the 
existence of the evils complained of by 
the agricultural population of Ireland? 
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No one could deny it; he  chal- 
lenged the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone to stand up and deny it. No 
longer ago than the spring of 1894 a 
Bill was introduced by the Irish Party 
to remedy those evils. That Bill passed 
its Second Reading by a majority of 90, 
wnd the Government admitted that they 
would have passed the Bill through all 
its stages had it not been for the plea 
that an inquiry ought to take place first 
into the working of the Land Acts. That 
was the only excuse for the delay of 
legislation from 1894 to 1895. The 
Committee was appointed more than a 
year ago and, after an exhaustive in- 
quiry into the whole of the Irish Land 
Question, a Report was presented to the 
House urging immediate legislation, as 
the fall in prices and the cost of pro- 
duction had made the rents fixed by the 
Courts between 1881 and 1885 excessive. 
That report showed in conclusive fashion 
that it was not true, as stated by the 
Leader of the House, that there was no 
necessity for legislation till next year. 

Tue FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY : That judicial terms were coming 
to an end did not necessitate legislation 
till next year. 

Mr. DILLON asserted that there was 
necessity for the rents being revised. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Mr. Morley’s Bill did not pro- 
pose to touch them. 

Mr. DILLON dissented. It provided 
for shortening judicial terms, and would 
have taken in all those rents which were 
declared by the Land Acts Committee to 
be excessive. [Cheers.| The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone went down to 
Ulster and came back converted. 

“Hear, hear!”] These facts could not 

controverted. There were in Ireland 
to-day, and had been for some years, 
about 200,000 poor families, who, on the 
authority of that Committee, had been 
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been heard on the social peace prevailing 
in Ireland for the past three years, and 
if the present Chief Secretary could, by 
his action, impress upon the people of 
Ireland that they would obtain justice 
without having to resort to disturbance, 
he would be teaching them in a practical 
way an invaluable lesson. This was 
what he desired to see. In 1886 they 
had at the head of the Government a 
man who entertained a sympathetic feel- 
ing towards Ireland—the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill—who, when Mr. 
Parnell introduced his Bill, set aside a 
day to discuss it. He asked the present 
Government to follow the example set 
by Lord Randolph Churchill, and either to 
bring forward a Bill themselves or give 
an opportunity to the Irish Members to 
do so. If this appeal were rejected, he 
did not say that consequences similar to 
those which followed the rejection of 
Mr. Parnell’s Bill would ensue on the 
present occasion. He was not fool 
enough to be blind to the dissensions 
in the ranks of the Members from 
Ireland, or not to recognise that no 
appeal could come with the same 
force so long as that dissension lasted. 
He would tell the Government this, that 
if they refused the appeal for some in- 
mediate relief to the tenantry of Ireland, 
they would replant in their hearts a deep 
and rankling sense of injustice which in 
the future, be it near or far, would bear 
sad and bitter fruit. If the Government 
were strong now, and he admitted they 
were strong, and if the Nationalist party 
were weak, and he for his part admitted 
they were weak so long as dissension 
tore their ranks asunder, now was the 
time for them to show a spirit of wisdom, 
generosity, and true statesmanship. If 
they would come forward now with a 
generous measure for restoring the un- 
happy evicted tenants to their homes, 
and to reduce fairly and justly, or 


subject to materially excessive rents for| provide some machinery for reducing, 


| excessive judicial rents, they would do a 
Government, then, go on carrying out | 


some years. How could Her Majesty’s 


evictions? There was this to be said for 
the late Government—that they were 
pressing forward, with all the speed they 
could, @ measure which would have done 
away with this injustice and would have 
prevented the evictions from being unjust. 
He appealed to the present Government 
to pass such a Bill now. They could do 
it within a week. Congratulations had 


Mr. John Dillon. 





great deal to impress the Irish people 
with the idea that there was some chance 
of getting justice from the House of 
Commons. If not, then the Government 
would simply strengthen the hands of 
the Nationalist party. He invited the 
attention of the new Irish Secretary to 
this aspect of the case. What folly and 
nonsense it was to say that men could 
live as agitators, or work, or have power 
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as agitators, if there was not a vast mass 
of grievances to be remedied. [Cheers.] 
If the Government refused the conces- 
sion he asked on behalf of the Irish 
people, there was not a single Member 
now listening to him who would not one 
day bitterly regret that refusal. 

*Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.), in 
seconding the Amendment of the hon. 
Member who had just sat down, reminded 
the House that in 1886, when the 
Unionist party came into power with 
a large majority, Mr. Parnell pointed 
out, in solemn and significant tones, the 
grave condition of things in Ireland, 
under which it was no longer possible to 
pay the so-called judicial rents, and he 
was met with scoffs and laughter and 
open denial on the other side of the House. 
Hecould well remember the almostsolemn 
words with which the right hon. Gentle- 
man now the Member for the University 
of Dublin warned Mr. Parnell of the 
awful responsibility he took upon himself 
in connection with the forthcoming 
trouble. Similarly, to-night he had no 
doubt the new Chief Secretary, whose 
widespread acquaintance and deep know- 
ledge of Irish political life they all knew, 
would lecture Nationalists on daring to 
remind him that now, as in 1886, there 
was grave danger of disturbance and 
disorder if the existing condition of 
things was not grappled with imme- 
diately. The present Government, with 
their enormous majority, and theirfriends 
in another place, could pass a Bill some- 
what similar to Mr. Morley’s Bill in a 
very short time. The evidence taken 
before Mr. Morley’s Committee was not 
the evidence of people who would be 
accused of undue partiality towards the 
tenants ; it was the evidence mainly of 
valuers, County Court judges and Land 
Commissioners, a fact which ought to 
weigh heavily with Gentlemen on the 
other side, and yet the Committee, after 
a careful review of the evidence, reported 
unequivocally in favour of _ legisla- 
tion on the lines of Mr. Morley’s.Bill. 
The Boards of Guardians all over Ireland 
were at present calling the attention of 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland to the 
impossibility of paying judicial rents, 
and asking him not to adopt the tactics 
of his predecessor in 1885-6. Events 
had shown that in 1886 Mr. Parnell had 
been right. He asked the right hon. 
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Gentleman to ease the burdens of the 
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Irish tenant by means of legislation, 
and he hoped that he would, at any 
rate, bring in a Bill to deal with the 
judicial rents now falling due, according 
to the proportion of falling prices and 
the bad season. Hon. Members opposite 
might refer to the agricultural depres- 
sion in England, but his answer to that 
was that the evidence given before the 
Committee, which was not contradicted, 
had shown that the voluntary reductions 
given in England were much larger than 
the reduction given to the Irish tenant. 
That being so, with what face could hon. 
Members representing agricultural con- 
stituencies in England refuse their de- 
mands? Something would have to be 
done speedily, or the Irish Members 
would take no responsibility for a con- 
tinuance of the peace and order which 
had so long prevailed. The question of 
the evicted tenants must also be settled 
at once. It was an urgent question, and 
the majority of the evicted tenants now 
out on the roadside were the victims 
either of the law’s delay or of the law’s 
incompleteness. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Bacrour, 
Leeds, Central), who was received with 
Ministerial cheers, said: The speech of 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford was one of those earnest and im- 
pressive utterances which the House is 
accustomed to expect from him. I am 
also glad to recognise its moderate and 
conciliatory tone. I wish I could have 
awarded the same praise to the speech 
which was delivered by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo, who, apparently in his 
deep anxiety to “go one better” than 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford [Laughter], asks for immediate legis- 
lation on the lines of the Report of the 
Select Committee on the Land Acts, and 
provision for the restoration, on equitable 
terms, of evicted tenants to their hold- 
ings. In support of this claim he referred 
to the precedent set by Mr. Parnell in 
1886; but the state of things in 1886 
was very different to what it is at 
present. In 1886 there was undoubtedly 
very great distress, and there had been a 
very rapid fall in prices ; at present it 
cannot be truly said that there is distress 
in Ireland. The harvest last year was 
good, as the harvest this year is likely to 
to be, in every district in Ireland [Na- 
tionalist cries of “No, no!”], and it 
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cannot be alleged that there has been, | mittee which I understood the hon. 


at all events within the last year 
or two, any heavy fall in _ prices. 
But that is not all. The remedy which 
the hon. Member for East Mayo pro- 
posed is one which would be no remedy 
for the evils which he has pointed out. 
He desires a measure drawn upon the 
lines of the recommendations of the Select 
Committee. How would that affect 
rents payable in the coming year? Of 
Mr. Parnell’s proposal in 1286 at least 
this could be said, that it would have 
given immediate relief to tenants who 
found difficulty in paying their rent, for 
it would have given them a reduction in 
proportion to the fall in the prices of 
agricultural products. Mr. Morley’s 
Bill of last year and the Bill on similar 
lines which we are now asked to intro- 
duce would only affect rents in cases of 
applications made subsequent to the 
passing of the Bill, and it could not and 
would not affect applications for the 
refixing of rents until the statutory 
period of 15 years had elapsed. 

Mr. DILLON: That is not so. The 
Bill proposed to break the statutory 
term in Ireland and to reduce it to ten 
years. That meant that every man 
whose rent was fixed before 1886 could 
come into Court and get a new rent 
fixed, and the new rent would run from 
the date of his application. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: What 
the hon. Member asks the Govern- 
ment to do is to pass a Bill drawn 
upon the lines of the recommendations 
of the Select Committee. I think he 
must be aware that the Select Com- 
mittee declined to recommend that the 
statutory period should be reduced. 

Mr. DILLON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman will look at the terms of 
the Amendment he will see that it calls 
for immediate legislation for the revision 
of rents declared hy the Select Com- 
mittee to be excessive. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
That is by no means a Bill drawn 
upon the lines of the Select Com- 

Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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|Member for East Mayo to recommend 
| to us. 


But I pass to the speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford. 
That speech covered a very great extent 
of ground, like the Amendment in support 
of which it was delivered, and contained 
a large budget of questions for an Irish 
Chief Secretary who has held office 
barely a month to be prepared to answer 
exhaustively. I will, however, endeavour, 
as far as I can, at all events to explain 
to the House the spirit in which the 
Government desire to approach the solu- 
tion of the many problems which un- 
doubtedly must receive attention from 
any Irish Government. But there is 
one question on which I can give a dis- 
tinct and decisive answer to the hon. 
Member. He has asked us what our 
attitude is upon the question of Home 
Rule. Well, our attitude upon the 
question of Home Rule is and will con- 
tinue to be one of unchanging and 
inflexible opposition. [Loud cheers.| 
Having said so much, I do not wish to 
pursue the arguments of the hon. 
Member, or to inquire whether he is 
justified in his view that the late 
Election does not constitute a verdict of 
condemnation upon Home Rule; nor 
will I inquire how far it is true, as the 
hon. Member for East Mayo maintains, 
that the cause of the Union has been 
steadily receding in Ireland. I do not 
agree with the view of the hon. Member 
for Waterford, and I think a good deal 
might be said against the contention of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo. But 
I am anxious in my remarks to avoid as 
far as may be controversial topics, and 
therefore I shall say no more on this 
subject. I will pass to those matters on 
which I can at all events approach 
somewhat more nearly to the views 
expressed by the hon. Member for 
Waterford. I have been pressed to 
state the views of the Government upon 
the land question, and the hon. Member 
for Waterford has especially called my 
attention to four points on which he 
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would like to know the opinion of the 
Government. He starts from the ad- 
mitted necessity of passing amending 
Land Acts, and he asks, do we intend 
to deal with the land question, and, if 
so, when ; and he further asks why we 
do not pass some measure at once on 
which there might be a consensus of 
opinion. My own view is that if any 
Irish Chief Secretary was to attempt to 
pass a measure which really dealt with 
the land question as a whole, such a 
measure could not be one on which there 
would be a consensus of opinion. Any 
Land Bill covering the whole ground 
must necessarily be to a considerable 
extent controversial in its character ; 
and, when we are told that the Land 
Bill introduced by the late Government 
was one which passed its Second 
Reading with the unanimous consent of 
the House, I think hon. Members ought 
to remember that it was expressly 
stated in debate that particular pro- 
visions of that Bill were of a highly 
contentious and controversial character, 
and it was stated from our side of the 
House that these particular provisions 
would meet with most strenuous oppo- 
sition from the Unionist Party. I can- 
not expect that the provisions of any 
Land Bill I may introduce would be of 
a less controversial character, and there- 
fore I think we may at once give up any 
idea of introducing at the present time 
and attempting to pass a Land Bill that 
really dealt with the problem that has 
to be solved. But there remains the 
question, Would it be possible, or is it 
necessary, to introduce a Bill of a pro- 
visional character to tide us over the 
months that must elapse before the 
Government are prepared to deal with 
the question? The hon. Member for 
Waterford, referring to the speech of 
the Leader of the House earlier in the 
evening, asked whether we could give 
assurances that, if the Land Bill was 
delayed till February, that would involve 
any risk or inconvenience to the 
interests concerned. 
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that that has been a subject of anxious 
consideration by the Government, and 
they have come to the conclusion that 
no Bill is at the present time urgent 
First of all there is the legal position of 
the tenant. There appears to be a 
certain doubt as to whether that legal 
position would continueafter the statutory 
period had elapsed, but whether that 
doubt is well or ill founded, if it exists it 
ought to be cleared up by legislation. 
As, however, the statutory period does 
not expire until September next year, 
it will be clear that, so far as that 
difficulty is concerned, a Bill which dealt 
with the question in the spring of next 
year would be passed in sufficient time to 
prevent the tenant from suffering any 
possible harm. But there is a third 
question. Ifa Land Bill is to be passed 
in the earlier part of next year, what 
will be the position of those tenants who 
decline to have their judicial rents refixed 
before that Bill is passed? The essential 
point to consider in connection with the 
question is not really the date of the 
application, but the date at which 
judgment will be delivered. I have con- 
sulted with Mr. Justice Bewley and his 
colleagues on the Land Commission, and 
I am assured by them that, whether a 
Land Bill was brought in early next year 
or not, the decisions on the applications 
to refix judicial rents would not be given 
until the end of March at the very 
earliest. Mr. Justice Bewley believes 
that, if the provisions of the Land Bill 
were such as to affect the decisions in 
connection with those applications, it 
would be easy and proper for the 
Land Commission to instruct Sub-Com- 
missioners to defer judgment until the 
Bill was passed ; and of course any such 
Bill would contain a clause applying the 
provisions to pending cases. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman lay on the Table his 
letter to Mr. Justice Bewley and the 
remarkable reply he has just mentioned ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, I 
see no necessity for that. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: On a point of 
Order, I wish to ask you, Sir, whether 
the right hon. Gentleman, having re- 
ferred to an oflicial document in which 
he states he has applied to the Irish 
Land Commission for an opinion which 
he has given to the House, the House is 
not now entitled to have that opinion 
as a whole. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
right hon. Gentleman made any such 
reference to an official document as would 
compel its production. [Cheers.] 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I can 
assure the hon. Member that I have very 
accurately given the purport of the letter. 
The letter was actually published, and Ido 
not think the hon. Member can gather 
very much more from it than I have 
stated. The hon. Member for Waterford 
seemed to me to have ignored the state- 
ments made by me on behalf of the 
Government early last month. I have 
already undertaken on behalf of the 
Government, in a speech made at Leeds, 
to deal with the land question early next 
year. In that speech I stated that while 
I was not prepared to accept Mr. 
Morley’s Bill, while there was much 
in it we regarded with disapproval, 
—l[tronical cheers|—we were neverthe- 
less prepared to deal with the important 
questions of the legal position of the 
judicial tenants, the protection of the 
tenants’ improvements, and the question 
of sub-letting ; also the present exclusions 
from the Bill, the simplification and 
cheapening of the precedure under the 
Act, and those portions of Mr. Morley’s 
Bill which were not contentious in their 
character — [ironical laughter] ;— and, 
lastly, the promotion of a more rapid and 
effective working of the Land Purchase 
Acts passed by the Unionist Govern- 
ment in 1885 and 1891. That state- 
ment in effect answers a good many of 
the questions put to me by the hon. 
Member. I now pass to the second 


point raised by the hon. Member for 
Waterford, who urges upon us that dual 
ownership cannot afford a solution of the 
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Irish land problem. The hon. Member 
preaches to the converted. That has 
always been the position of the Unionist 
Party, and it is the position of the 
Unionist Party still. We have main- 
tained that the difficulties inherent in 
dual ownership were such that the trans- 
ference of the land from the landlord to 
the tenant must be ultimately the only 
effective solution of the land question 
in Ireland. The hon. Member asks us 
whether we are prepared to introduce 
legislation for the purpose of greasing 
the wheels of the machine. That is 
another of the policies explained by me 
on behalf of the Government at Leeds. 
The hon. Member further asks whether 
we are prepared to complete the necessary 
funds for the transference of the whole 
of the land of Ireland from the 
landlord to the cultivating tenants. 
Before we are ready to suggest any 
step of that kind we desire to see the 
£30,000,000 which are at present avail- 
able spent in effecting the purchase. 
That answer will also apply to the other 
suggestion of the hon. Member, that 
ultimately the element of compulsion 
would in the case of certain schemes be 
proved to be necessary. Our position 
is that the compulsory element has not 
been proved to be necessary. What may 
be necessary 10, 15 or 20 years hence I 
am not prepared te say. I think it is 
unreasonable to ask us to declare in 
favour of compulsion when, as a matter 
of fact, we hope that the object we have 
in view may be effected without com- 
pulsion and by voluntary settlement. 
[* Hear, hear!”] The hon. Member re- 
ferred to another point—the question of 
the evicted tenants. I am bound to say 
that in my judgment the case of the 
evicted tenants is not nearly so urgent 
as has been represented. The number 
of evicted farms is, as a matter of fact, 
under existing circumstances diminish- 
ing, and the number of evicted tenants 
who are making voluntary arrangements 
with the landlords is at the present time 
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that any argument can be found in the 
attitude adopted towards this question 
by the late Government. Mr. Morley 
never dealt with it at all in the first two 
years of the late Government. He dealt 
with it last year by a very drastic 
measure, and in bringing forward that 
Bill he talked of the terrible consequences 
which would follow if that Bill was not 
passed. These terrible consequences did 
not follow, and what did Mr. Morley do 
this year? Why, he did not bring in 
the Bill of last year. He attached to 
the end of the Land Bill a clause which 
practically was a re-enactment of Clause 
13 of the Bill of 1891. I do not 
know whether the hon Member con- 
siders that the 13th clause of the 
Act of 1891 would afford that 
relief which he desires, but he suggests 
that it would be possible to frame a Bill 
which would deal satisfactorily with 
these tenants. If a proposal of that 
kind is made to the Government, we are 
willing to give it our consideration. I 
cannot undertake more than that, but I 
must express my own view that the re- 
enactment of the 13th clause, while it 
might do some good, would not meet 
anything like a pressing or urgent diffi- 
culty. [‘ Hear, hear!”] I therefore 
presume that when the hon. Member 
speaks of a Bill that is to settle the 
question of the evicted tenants he desires 
something that goes very much further 
than the mere re-enactment of Clause 13. 
I may say at once that the Government 
would see great difficulty in any pro- 
posal which would go beyond Clause 13. 
We say it is impossible during the pre- 
sent Session that we should undertake 
to pass any Bill that is not of a purely 
non-controversial character. I may pass 
lightly over some other points touched 
upon by the hon. Gentleman and others 
who followed him. He asked me what 
our views are with regard to the estab- 
lishment of a Board of Agriculture, the 
extension of light railways, with regard 
to the Congested Districts Board, and 
to the system of State-aided drainage, 
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which was one of the proposals of the 
Unionist Government when it was last 
in power. With regard to measures of 
this kind I can assure the hon. Member 
we have the keenest possible sympathy, 
but it is impossible for me to deal with 
these questions at the present time. I 
am doing my very best—{cheers]—but it 
is impossible for me, in the short time 
hitherto at my disposal, to come to a 
decision upon any one of these points ; 
and I therefore ask him to accept my 
assurance that these matters are having 
the attention of the Government, and 
that whatever will promote the welfare 
of Ireland will be carefully attended to. 
I should like to refer to the speech 
of the hon. Member for South Dublin. 
whose work in connection with the 
Congested Districts Board is recognised 
as so valuable on both sides of the 
House. He has asked me whether I 
could state what are the general prin- 
ciples which would underlie any _pro- 
posals which the Government might 
have to make with respect to Ireland. 
While we give credit to Nationalist 
Members opposite for having at heart 
the good of Ireland, we ask that they 
should acknowledge on their side that 
we also—it may be in their view in a 
mistaken way—have at heart the good 
of Ireland. The principles which will 
animate us in our Irish legislation and 
administration are identical with the 
principles which animated the Unionist 
Government between 1886 and 1892. 
[Derisive Nationalist cheers.| I under- 
stand those cheers, but I was not refer- 
ring to the policy which hon. Members 
opposite are pleased to call coercion, but 
which we call the maintenance of law 
and order. | Derisive Nationalist laughter. | 
I was not referring to that, and for this 
simple reason, that I regard the main- 
tenance of law and order as the elemen- 
tary duty of any Government, whether 
in Ireland, or England, or Scotland, or 
any other part of the world. [Cheers.] 
What I had in my mind were the dis- 
tinctive principles of Unionist policy 
[First Night.] 
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towards Ireland. Of course, we are not 
blind to the fact that a large portion of 
the people of Ireland are disaffected 
towards the Government under which 
they live. We do not, however, regard 
that disaffection as unchangeable, and, 
looking at the present evils which 
Ireland suffers, we regard them as 
arising from the deep-seated differences 
of religion and of sentiment ( Vationalist 
cries of “No!”] between different sec- 
tions of the people. We regard them 
as arising from the grave agrarian dis- 
content and from the cause mentioned 
by the hon. Member for East Mayo— 
namely, the extreme poverty of large 
districts in Ireland. We desire to adapt 
our remedy to the character of the 
country’s needs. Our desire is to hold 
the scales evenly between the various 
sections into which the people of Ireland 
are divided, without distinction of creed 
or class. [Cheers.] Our desire is to 
remedy every grievance from which any 
section of the Irish people can legiti- 
mately be said to suffer. Our desire is 
to establish an industrious peasantry in 
the ownership of the land which they at 
present cultivate ; and in those cases 
where the relation between landlord and 
tenant is not thus done away with, to 
do something at least to remove the 
friction which, in many cases, makes the 
relation between them a misfortune to 
both. [Cheers.| Lastly, our desire is to 
be, not only just but generous, in pro- 
moting the industrial and material 
development of the country, and so to 
sow the seeds of future prosperity. I 
am encouraged to hope, from what has 
fallen to-night from the hon. Member 
for Waterford, that he, at least, will 
regard our efforts in this direction [De- 
risive anti-Parnellite cheers| with benevo- 
lent neutrality, if he does not accord us 
his active support. But, whether we win 
the support of the Irish Members or not, 
we intend to proceed quietly in the way we 
have chosen, trusting to the operation of 
time to vindicate our policy and to secure 
for us that which must be at once the 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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object and the reward of all efforts of 
statesmanship, the happiness and content- 
ment of the people. [Cheers. ] 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor and Mr. Harrine- 
TON rose together, but Mr. Speaker 
called upon 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) who said that he regretted that 
the right hon. Gentleman (the Chief 
Secretary) should haveannounced that the 
policy of the present Government would 
be the same as that of the Government 
of 1886-1892. Nu statement which the 
right hon. Gentleman could make would 
be more likely to exasperate. the Irish 
people—{ Chzers|—for it revived some of 
the saddest, bitterest, and most shameful 
memories. For his part he did not wish 
to revive those memories. If he did, 
he should have to remind the House that 
Tullamore and Mitchelstown were names 
which were still remembered in Ireland. 
There was one observation of the right 
hon. Gentleman which was, he thought, 
of a somewhat happier character. The 
right hon. Gentleman threw out a sug- 
gestion that the Government might be 
prepared to consider a proposal to re- 
enact, in some form, the 13th Clause of 
the Land Act of 1891 with regard to the 
evicted tenants. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
I think I ought to explain that 
my statement in connection with that 
went to this point—that we were pre- 
pared to consider any proposal laid 
before us for a measure of a purely non- 
contentious character, but if the measure 
proposed was of a contentious character 
it would be impossible to consider it. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR understood 
that any such proposal must be based in 
its main details on the 13th Clause of 
the Land Act of 1891. That was avery 
important statement, and required very 
grave consideration, but he would im- 
press upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
desirability of considering whether he 
could go the length of announcing to the 
House that he would be prepared to 
extend the 13th Clause in the direction 
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of the clause brought in by Mr. Morley 
under the late Government, many points 
in which he believed could be fairly 
described as being of a ncn-contentious 
character. He did not suppose the 
right hon. Gentleman could have the 
least objection to voluntary settlements 
between landlord and tenant being 
facilitated by grants from the Treasury. 
Therefore, he did feel that the proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman, enlarged in 
the direction he had just suggested, was 
one very well worthy of consideration, 
and Irish Members should require at 
least some further explanation of it 
before they could be prepared to entirely 
reject it. He did not intend to dwell at 
any great length on the other points in 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He was glad he expressed his opinion so 
candidly on some of the points raised. 
They now had a declaration of policy in 
regard to Ireland, and they knew exactly 
what they had to expect. The right hon. 
Gentleman told them that the attitude 
of the Government was one of unchang- 
ing and inflexible opposition to Home 
Rule. He had often heard those words 
before. They would be weighty enough 
if there was an unchanging and inflexible 
public opinion behind them. He was not 
going to explain away an_ electoral 
defeat, but this he might say, that the 
turn over of Members in the House was 
by no means represented by a corres- 
ponding turn over of votes in the 
country. Instead of the doctrine that 
the great god Chance had had a good 
deal to do with the electoral results 
being repudiated by the result of the 
Election, it had to his mind been more 
conspicuously confirmed than ever be- 
fore. He would not dwell on the 
point on- which many Tory speakers 
dwelt during the Election, namely, that 
the Election was not mainly fought on 
the Home Rule issue. He had had to 
read a good many Tory speeches—he did 
not speak of that as a pleasant occupa- 
tion, but rather as a laborious one—and 
there was scarcely one of them that did 
not vehemently assert that the Liberal 
leaders and candidates before the 
country, on every possible occasion, put 
the question of Home Rule into the 
very backmost place. He was not going 
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favour of accepting it and of believing 
that after all Home Rule might have 
been a far better cry on which to 
go to the country than some others. 
His point remained, that according to 
the assertions of the Tory Party, whether 
they were well-founded or not, this 
Election was not mainly fought on the 
question of Home Rule. Therefore, if 
he were asked to take the verdict of the 
British constituencies at the last Election 
as decisive against Home Rule, he should 
find the refutation of that contention 
out of the mouths of the Tory Party 
themselves. The last Election had a 
good many surprises, and one surprise 
even greater than the others. The late 
Government was largely driven to the 
country by the result of some _ bye- 
elections, and by the assistance which 
the Tory Party got from a body of 
Nationalists in the last Parliament. 
With one exception, the verdict of every 
one of those bye-elections which destroyed 
the late Government had been reversed 
at the General Election. He remembered 
very well the almost deafening cheers 
with which the then Tory Opposition 
received thejresults of those bye-elections, 
as additional nails in the coffin of the 
late Government. Inverness-shire, it 
was true, had not been regained, 
but the Tory majority of the bye- 
election had been reduced. There- 
fore, there was this most extraordinar 
fact—that the very constituencies which 
three, four, six months, or one year ago, 
gave a verdict against Home Rule, and 
thereby helped to destroy a Home Rule 
Government, had now given a verdict 
in favour of Home Rule. To ask the 
Irish Members, in face of the steadiness 
of their own people, maintained in spite 
of every possible obstacle—in spite of 
dissension, in spite of divisions and 
quarrels, and recriminations in their own 
ranks—to ask them to regard the recent 
verdict of the English constituencies as 
inflexible and final, was to ask them to 
forget the long centuries of struggles, 
and their hopes of final deliverance 
which were still alive. The present 
Government was a very powerful 
Government, he would not deny ; but 
the Irish Party had faced powerful 
Governments before, and had beaten 
them. He hoped that after five years— 
if the present Government lasted so 
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long—they would have reduced it to 
exactly the same position as the Govern- 
ment of 1886 to 1891. As to some of 
the objections of the Chief Secretary to 
dealing immediately with the evicted 
tenants question, it might be supposed 
from the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
that the evicted tenants question was a 
new one. As a Member of the Parlia- 
ment of 1886, the right hon. Gentleman 
must know that the evicted tenants 
question, as far as a large body of tenants 
was concerned, dated from 1886, and 
arose from the rejection of Mr. Parnell’s 
Bill, the moderation of which the Chief 
Secretary praised now, though its 
moderation was denounced then by the 
right hon. Gentleman’s associates. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : I did 
not praise the Bill. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR stated, that 
the right hon. Gentleman did not perhaps 
praise the moderation of the Bill, but he 
spoke of its effectiveness. For nine years 
a large body of tenantry in Ireland had 
been living on the roadside on the charity 
and generosity of their countrymen ; 
their fields were untilled, their houses 
were: destroyed, and all the land once 
in their occupation was practically going 
to waste. A problem of this kind, so 
serious and grave, had surely reached in 
nine years the period when it was ripe 
to be dealt with. This question had, 
moreover, been the subject of several legis- 
lative proposals. The present Leader of 
the House attempted to deal with the 
question in a Bill brought in in 1891. 
Mr. Morley dealt with the question in 
the Bill of 1894, and again in a clause 
of the Land Bill introduced in the first 
Session of the present year. And yet 
this question, nine years old, and the 
subject of three legislative proposals, the 
Chief Secretary regarded as not yet 
mature for settlement. The Chief 
Secretary would miss a golden oppor- 
tunity if he did not bring in a Bill on the 
lines of that of his predecessor, which 
could be easily passed in present 
circumstances. If the Government were 
inflexibly opposed to the policy of Home 
Rule, the Irish Party were just as un- 
changeably and inflexibly determined to 
adhere to it. 

*Mr. TIMOTHY HARRINGTON 
(Dublin Harbour) said it was necessary 
to explain the reasons for not accepting 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
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Mayo. They had heard from the last 
speaker a frank and candid opinion 
which Members of the Liberal Party 
would do well to take to heart as to the 
effect on their fortunes, at the General 
Election, of the shelving of Home Rule. 
The Amendment of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo was well described by the 
Chief Secretary as an attempt to go one 
better than the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, but it was in reality going one 
worse. The only advantage of adopting 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Mayo would be to shut out the Govern- 
ment from any declaration of policy, and 
so debar the House from hearing the 
Government on the questions of Home 
Rule and the industrial deveiopment of 
Ireland, and above all on the question 
which was daily attracting more and 
more attention, namely, the important 
question of land purchase. The effect 
of the Amendment would simply be to 
prevent the discussion of these things in 
the House. If the late Government 
intended to shelve Home Rule, the Irish 
Members had no intention to do so there 
or elsewhere. He observed the jeers 
with which hon. Members greeted the 
Chief Secretary when he expressed a hope 
that a policy of amelioration would com- 
mand fair play. He would boldly and 
frankly state that, so far as he was con- 
cerned, he was fully prepared togiveto any 
endeavour to benefit Ireland the fullest 
and fairest trial—({“ hear, hear !”|—and 
so far from sneering at the speech of the 
Chief Secretary, Irish Members ought to 
have recognised in the tone of it a kindly 
endeavour on the part of a Gentleman 
wholly unacquainted with Ireland—an 
expression of his sympathy with the 
condition of its people and with their 
wants. He was as strongly convinced 
as anyone that there would be com- 
plete failure on the part of the 
right hon. Gentleman and his Govern- 
ment to alienate the people of Ireland 
from their aspiration for National Gov- 
ernment ; but he believed it would be a 
foolish, and stupid, and utterly unpatriotic 
policy on their part to endeavour to resist 
ameliorative measures for the sake of 
bringing in a Home Rule Government, 
pledged to Home Rule but unable to 
carry it. For three years they had been 
pressing the Liberal Party on this ques- 
tion, and they had heard the declaration 
of one of their supporters that the 
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Election results might have been different 
if they had kept Home Rule more to the 
front. [Cries of “They ran away from 
it.” 

Dr. TANNER: It is a lie. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Did I hear the hon. 
Member say it was a lie? 

Dr. TANNER : Certainly ; I said we 
never ran away. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I must call upon 
the hon. Member to withdraw that 
expression and apologise to the House 
for having used it. [ Cheers. ] 

Dr. TANNER: [I cannot stand up 
to address the House while you, Sir, are 
standing in your place. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I shall be under 
the necessity of naming the hon. Member 
to the House. 

Dr. TANNER: No, Sir, I cannot 
withdraw what I believe to be the truth. 
[Cries of “ Withdraw.” 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I name you, Charles 
Kearns Deane Tanner, for gross dis- 
obedience to the Chair and grossly dis- 
orderly conduct. 

Dr. TANNER: On the contrary, 
any order which comes to me from the 
chair you occupy I shall only be happy 
to obey ; but I cannot tell an untruth. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE COLONIES (Mr. Josepn 
CHAMBERLAIN, Birmingham, W.): I beg 
to move “ That Dr. Tanner be suspended 
from the service of the House.” 


Question put—“ That Dr. Tanner be 
suspended from the service of the House.” 


A division having been challenged, 
and the Ministerial tellers being named 
to tell for the “ Ayes,” 


*Mr. SPEAKER asked who would tell 
for the “‘ Noes.” 
Dr. TANNER: I shall tell myself. 


Tellers for the “ Noes” not having 
been named, 


*Mr. SPEAKER declared that the 
“ Ayes” had it. He then directed the 
hon. Member for Mid Cork to with- 
draw. 

Dr. TANNER(whoremained sitting) : 
For how long, Sir? [Cries of “Order.”] 

Mr. SPEAKER called upon the 
Serjeant-at-Arms to see that the order of 
the House was obeyed. 





| 
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Mr. Ersk1vE left his seat for the pur- 
pose of enforcing the Order. 

Dr. TANNER : If the Speaker tells 
me to withdraw, I shall take any word 
that comes from the Chair, and withdraw 
with more pleasure than I have entered 
this dirty House of Commons. [Cries of 
“ Order.” 


Gracious Speech. 


The hon. Member then rose and with- 
drew. 


Question again proposed— 


‘¢ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Debate resumed— 


*Mr. HARRINGTON observed that, 
while he and his friends agreed that the 
re-enactment of the 13th clause would 
not effect a complete settlement of the 
question of the reinstatement of the 
evicted tenants, they had no doubt it 
would go a very great distance in the 
direction, and give the right hon. Gentle- 
man a better chance of success in his 
government of Ireland. The failure of 
the 13th clause of the Land Act of 1891 
was due entirely to the fact that at the 
time the friction in the country was 
extremely keen. Evictions were then 
of frequent occurrence, the policy of the 
Government largely exasperated the 
feeling which prevailed, and the 13th 
clause at the outset did not receive that 
sympathy and support from the friends 
of the tenants in Ireland which were 
calculated to ensure a fair chance of its 
being effective. He would remind that 
right hon. Gentleman that the circum- 
stances had since entirely altered, and 
that there was now in Ireland so strong 
a desire among the tenants themselves 
and their supporters to get any fair 
settlement of this difficult and irritating 
question, that he believed, even without 
any Amendment at all, a re-enactment of 
the 1 3thclause, with a fair extension of the 
time specified in it, would hold out a good 
prospect of a settlement of the difficulty. 
These evicted tenants were scattered all 
over the country. He was glad to 
learn that voluntary settlements were 
extending. He had not known_many 
of them, but most unquesti 
the Chief Secretary wouldAf 
short Bill re-enacting the 1$th Clau 
the Act of 1891, and be able) 
add such provisions as would’ make - 
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purchase easier to the tenants, and give 
the landlords better chances of ap- 
proaching the tenants for the purpose 
of a settlement, he had no doubt from 
the sympathy of Irish landlords with 
this Government, they would consider 
such a proposal. It would go far to 
secure a peaceful winter in Ireland by 
giving the tenants something to con- 
sider, and establish some means of 
rapprochement between them and the 
landlords. He wished to impress on 
the Chief Secretary that in the position 
of the evicted tenants lay his greatest 
peril. These men were scattered all 
over the country and there would be 
temptations to disorder among them 
as long as they saw their homes in the 
possession of others who had never paid 
a penny for them, and they saw planters 
cultivating the land they and their 
fathers, had so longed held. He asked 
the Chief Secretary to consider carefully 
the position of these evicted tenants, 
and do all in his power—if he could 
not settle the question—to establish 
means of communication between the 
landlords and the tenants during the 
next six months. He fully appreciated 
the difficulty of asking the Chief Secretary 
to introduce at the present time a Bill for 
the settlement of the Irish Land Question. 
He was not sorry that the Chief Secre- 
tary had had an opportunity at all events 
of making the position for himself some- 
what easier by the declaration of policy 
he had made that night. But he had 
no faith in the ultimate result of the 
Chief Secretary’s policy. | However 
generous the best policy that could be 
devised in that House by an English 
Parliament, it would not eradicate the 
national sentiment of the Irish people 
that they should govern their own 
affairs. If the Government intended to 
pursue a policy which would allay many 
evils from which the Irish people suffered, 
while they knew it would not eradicate 
the desire for Home Rule, the Irish 
people and their representatives would 
extend to any experiment of the kind a 
fair and impartial trial. 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
moved the adjournment of the Debate, 
and hoped that after the important 
announcement of policy from the Chief 
Secretary and the unhappy incident that 
had taken place, the Chief Secretary 
would consent. 


Mr. Harrington. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY hoped the Amendment would be 
disposed of. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) protested against the idea that 
the Debate on the Address should be 
concluded that night. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY remarked that 
it was not usual for the Debate to be 
adjourned at Ten minutes to Twelve 
on the first night of a Session. So 
far from that being the practice, it 


chad been almost the invariable practice 


for the Ho-se to adjourn at 7, 8, 9, or 
10 o'clock on the first day of the 
Session. This was a specimen of the 
leadership of this fin de siécle majority 
[Laughter|; they were refused by the 
new Leader of the House the very small 
concession that was asked upon an 
Irish Debate. He remembered that 
about three years ago the present Secre- 
tary for the Colonies moved the adjourn- 
ment of the Debate at about a quarter 
past 11, and protested against being 
squeezed into the half-hour or 40 minutes 
that then remained for his important 
speech. It would be unfair that the 
Leader of the House, should put his 
followers and the Opposition to the 
trouble of a division, and he hoped that, 
now that they had consulted the Member 
for South Tyrone—{A laugh|—who he 
understood had not resigned in conse- 
quence of the speech of the Chief 
Secretary — [Renewed laughter] — the 
spirit of sweet reasonableness would 
come over the views and intentions of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY said, he wished to convey that 
it was the practice for an hon, Gentle- 
man to begin his speech, even if there 
was not time for him to finish it. He 
would, however, consent to the adjourn- 
ment of the Debate. [‘ Hear, hear.” 


Question—“ That the Debate be now 
adjourned,”—put and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


One other Member took and subscribed 
the Oath required by Law. 


House adjourned at Five minutes 
before Twelve o’clock. 








Ave Solarese C%) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 16th August, 1896. 





The 
clock. 


House met at Three of the 


Several other Members took 
subscribed the Oath, and one other 
Member made and _ subscribed the 
Affirmation required by Law. 


and 


PRIVATE BILLS 

Ordered, That the Standing Orders 
of the Qnd J uly last for the Suspension | 
of Private Bills, or Bills to confirm any | 
Provisional Order or Certificate, be now 
read, and that the same be held appli- | 
cable to the next Session of Parliament, | 
excepting in the case of certain Bills to 
confirm Provisional Orders or Certifi- 

cates suspended in the last Session of | 
Parliament under the said Orders, and 
which are proceeded with under the! 
said Orders and disposed of in the| 
present Session.—( Mr. Mellor.) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
The following were read the first and | 
second time ; and (the Bills having been | 


passed in the last Session of Parliament) | 


read the third time, and passed :— 


BrinE PumpinGc (COMPENSATION FOR 


SUBSIDENCE) PROVISIONAL ORDER 


Bitt.—{Ordered 9th April. ] 


Locat GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL Ououial 


(No. 3) Britt.—{Ordered 29th 
April. ] 


Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS | 


(No. 7) Bru.—[Ordered 13th! 
May.] 


Loca, GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 10) Bitu.—[Ordered 28th | 
May. | 


Locat GOVERNMENT PRoviIsiONALORDERS 
(No. 14) Bitt.—[Ordered 31st 
May. | 


VOL, XXXVI. [rourTR SERIES. | 


{16 Aveust 1895} 





Canal. 146 


Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 15) Bitt.—(Ordered 31st 
May. | 


Loca GOVERNMENT PRovISIONAL ORDERS 
No. 16) Briu.—([Ordered 31st 
May. | 


LocaL GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 17) Bitut.—[Ordered 11th 
June. | 


Loca. GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 18) Biru.—[Ordered 11th 
June. | 


Pier AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 2) Brut, 





The following were read the first and 
' second time, and committed :— 


| Locan GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 19) Bririt.—{Ordered 17th 
June. | 


| 

LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
| (No. 20) Britit.—{Ordered 18th 
June. | 


| LocaAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 

(No. 21) Birt.—{Ordered 20th 

| June. | 

|Minitary Lanps PRrRovisionaAL ORDER 
(No. 2) Brit. 





| LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 
Paper [presented 15th August] to 
| be printed.—{ No. 417.| 


BANKRUPTCY. 
Paper [presented 15th August] to 
| be printed.—{ No. 418.] 


CHARITY COMMISSION (COUNTY 
MERIONETH) ENDOWMENTS. 
Return [presented 15th August] to 
be printed.—[No. 419.] 


CALEDONIAN CANAL. 
| Paper [presented 15th August] to 
be printed.—_{ No. 420.] 

F 
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Yacht Clubs and 


ARMY (ESTIMATES, 1895-6). 

Copy presented,—of Army Estimates 
of Effective and Non-Effective Services 
for 1895-6 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed.—[No. 421.] 


ARMY dates gaa ESTIMATE 
895-6). 

Estimate presented,—of the Further 
Amount that will be required during the 
year ending 3lst March 1896, to meet 
Expenditure not sufficiently provided for 
in th original Army Estimates for the 
year [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed.—_{No. 422.] 


NAVY (ESTIMATES 1895-6). 


Copy presented,—of Navy Estimates 
for the year 1895-6, with explanatory 
observations by the Financial Secretary, 
and explanation of differences [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed.—{ No. 423.] 


MONAGHAN COUNTY ELECTION 
RETURNS (NORTH MONAGHAN 
DIVISION, SOUTH MONAGHAN 
DIVISION). 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.) said he wished to direct the atten- 
tion of the House to a mistake that had 
taken place in the Election Returns of 
his hon. Friends the Members for North 
and South Monaghan by a clerical error 
on the part of the Sheriff. The writ of 
the hon. Member who was elected for 
South Monaghan had been endorsed 
North Monaghan, and the writ of the 
hon. Member who was returned for 
North Monaghan had been endorsed 
South Monaghan. His hon. Friends 
were prepared to give evidence as to 
the constituencies for which they were 
elected, and he therefore begged to move 
that : 


“The Clerk of the Crown do attend this 
House forthwith with the last Return for the 
county of Monaghan and amend the same by 
striking out in the return for the North Mona- 
ghan Division the word ‘South’ and inserting 
the word ‘North,’ and by striking out the 
words ‘James Daly’ and inserting the words 
‘Daniel Macaleese ;’ and in the return for the 
South Monaghan Division by striking out the 
word ‘North’ and inserting the word ‘ South,’ 
and by striking out the words ‘Daniel Mac- 
aleese ’ and inserting the words ‘ James Daly.’ ’’ 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. JAMES DALY: I have been 
elected for South Monaghan. 

Mr. MACALEESE : I was elected 
for North Monaghan. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I believe there is 
another hon. Member who can speak to 
the facts of his own knowledge? 

Mr. BERNARD MOLLOY (King’s 
County, Birr): Yes, Sir, that is so. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have received a 
communication from the Clerk of the 
Crown announcing that he has received 
a letter from the Sheriff acknowledging 
the mistake and saying that it ought to 
be corrected. 


Ordered, That the Clerk of the Crown 
do attend this House forthwith with the 
last Returns for the county of Monaghan, 
and amend the same by striking out in 
the Return for the North Monaghan 
Division the word “South” and inserting 
the word “ North,” and striking out the 
words ‘‘ James Daly of Main Street, 
Carrickmacross,” and _ inserting the 
words “ Daniel Macaleese of Monaghan;’ 
and the Return for the South Monaghan 
Division by striking out the words 
“Daniel Macaleese of Monaghan,” and 
inserting the words “James Daly of 
Main Street, Carrickmacross.” 


The Clerk of the Crown attending, 
amended the Returns accordingly. 


QUESTIONS. 


YACHT.CLUBS AND NAVAL DRESS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, whether he is aware that 
the owners of certain private pleasure 
yachts belonging to yacht clubs, to 
whose members the Admiralty grant 
warrants to wear the white ensign of 
Her Majesty’s Navy (instead of the 
proper national colours of the red 
ensign), dress their crew in a dress 
having the appearance of the uniform of 
the Navy; and whether any such 


persons have received Her Majesty’s 
permission to wear such a dress; if 
not, whether the Admiralty have takenor 
will take any steps to enforce the penalty 
of £5 imposed by the Military Uniforms 
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Act, 1894, upon every person wearing 
such a dress, or otherwise to secure the 
observance of the law; and whether 
it is proposed to continue, without 
modification, the present practice of 
allowing certain yacht clubs to claim 
and receive Admiralty warrants to wear 
the white or blue ensign (in lieu of the 
proper national colours) for private 
persons so Jong as those persons con- 
tinue members of these clubs ? 

THe SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. W. E. Macartney, 
Antrim, 8.) : The Admiralty have no 
official information on the subject of 
the first question. The penalty im- 
posed by the Military Uniform Act, 
1894, can only be enforced in the case 
of a person wearing the uniform in such 
manner as to bring contempt upon it. 
The discretionary power belonging to 
the Admiralty to authorise the use of 
her Majesty’s colours in ships and boats 
other than those of Her Majesty is 
given by Statute (Section 73 Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894). There is no 
intention of making an alteration in the 
practice of issuing warrants to fly 
special flags. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: With 
reference to the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman that this penalty can be 
imposed only in cases in which the 
uniform is bronght into contempt, is he 
aware that there is one penalty of £5 
for wearing uniform, and another of £10 
for bringing a uniform into contempt. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : Iam not aware 
of it. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will you 
refer to the Act? 


CANADIAN STORE CATTLE. 

Mr. R. J. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if he is aware that 
the present exclusion of Canadian store 
cattle has caused and is causing severe 
loss in some of our agricultural districts ; 
and if he can see his way to removing 
the restriction ? 

CotoneEL WARING (Down, N.): 


Before the right hon, Gentleman answers 
that question, may I ask whether he 
is aware that cattle owners in all parts 
of the United Kingdom, with the excep- 
tion of those in the constituency of the 
hon Member for East Norfolk and some 
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graziers in the north-east of Scotland, 
who are in the habit of importing Cana- 
dian store cattle and selling them in the 
market as the “ best Scotch ”"—[Cries of 
“ Order !”|—view with apprehension the 
removal of the restrictions 1 

Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
also to ask whether at this moment the 
right hon. Gentleman has information 
as to the existence of a single case of 
pleuro-pneumonia in the Dominion of 
Canada, and, if he has not, why is the 
restriction maintained ? 

*TuE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Watrer 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby): I feel 
considerable difficulty in deciding which 
of the three questions should be answered 
first, because the two latter rather over- 
shadow the question on the Paper. With 
regard to the question of my hon. and 
gallant Friend, I believe that as regards 
the greater part of the country what he 
states is absolutely accurate. I think 
the hon. Member fur Dundee will find a 
reply to his question in the answer I am 
about to give to the question on the 
Paper. I am aware that in certain 
districts a desire is felt that the free 
importation of Canadian store cattle 
should be again allowed, but the question 
is one which I am bound to consider 
from the point of view of the interest 
of agriculturists generally, which, in my 
opinion, imperatively requires that every 
possiblesafeguard should betaken against 
the introduction of disease. So recently as 
the 10th ult. two animals landed in this 
country from Canada were found to be 
affected with pleuro-pneumonia, and, in 
view of this fact and of all the circum- 
stances disclosed in the printed Papers 
which have been laid before the House, I 
have no alternative but to maintain in 
force the requirement that Canadian cattle 
shall be slaughtered at the port of 
landing. 

Sir JOHN LENG: Arising out of 
that answer, I beg to ask whether the 
representatives of the Government of 
Canada received any information with 
regard to the cases at Deptford, so that 
the agents could inquire as to the 
authenticity of those cases ? 

*Mr. WALTER LONG: I am afraid 
I cannot tell whether the Board of 
Agriculture communicated the facts to 
the representatives of Canada, but we 
are in constant communication with the 
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Slavery in Pemba 


and in Canada. No attempt is made to 
conceal in the smallest degree either the 
opinion of the Board or the facts they 
possess ; and I believe the evidence will 
conclusively prove the facts to be as I 
have stated. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE 

Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (1) whether the Government 
intend to establish a Board of Agricul- 
ture for Ireland similar to that existing 
in Great Britain ; and (2) whether the 
Government will introduce a Bill to 
provide the funds necessary for the 
establishment of a veterinary college in 
Dublin, as promised by the late Chief 
Secretary for Ireland ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Batrour, 
Leeds, Central) : With regard to the 
first paragraph, I cannot undertake to 
give a definite reply to the hon. Gentle- 
man’s inquiry without that further con- 
sideration which is called for by the 
importance of the proposal, but the hon. 
Member may rest assured that it shall 
receive my careful consideration during 
the approaching Recess. As regards the 
second paragraph, I am not altogether 
satisfied that the proposal to allocate a 
portion of the funds in the hands of the 
Intermediate Education Board for the 
purpose referred to is entirely uncon- 
tentious, but this, however, is also a 
matter into which I will look further 
during the Recess. 


DELIVERY OF ELECTION ADDRESSES. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, 
Patrick) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether his attention has 
been called to the recent prosecution of 
an advertising agent in the Glasgow 
Sheriff Court for infringing the Post 
Office monopoly by the delivery of 
circulars from door to door ; whether he 
is aware that it appeared in evidence 
that the agent in question undertook to 
address and deliver circulars for 17s. 6d. 
per thousand ; whether the postal charge 
for delivery alone would be £2 1s. 8d. 
per thousand ; and whether the Post 
Office intends to insist on the right of 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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monopoly which the decision of the 
Sheriff Court declared it to possess ; and, 
if so, whether the Post Office will be 
prepared to quote a lower rate for election 
addresses and other circulars delivered 
from door to door than that charged for 
conveying printed matter to any part of 
the world ? 

THe SECRETARY to tne TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
The facts as stated by the hon. Member 
are substantially correct. I would point 
out that the Postmaster General has no 
power to waive the monopoly imposed on 
him by Parliament, or to institute such 
a differential rate as that suggested by 
the hon. Member. 


POSTMARKS ON LETTERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) : I beg to ask the Representative 
of the Postmaster General (1) whether 
he has observed that the postmarks on 
letters, &c., are frequently so smudged 
and indistinct as to be illegible and 
useless ; (2) whether this is due to the 
imperfections of the machines employed : 
(3) whether he has noticed that the 
American postmarks are invariably clear 
and distinct ; and (4) whether he will 
order that the American machines shall 
be adopted in the British Postal Service ? 

Mr. HANBURY : The matters men- 
tioned in the first three paragraphs are 
already engaging the attention of the 
Postmaster General. American stamp- 
ing machines have been tried, but it has 
been found that they are by no means 
free from objection. 


SLAVERY IN PEMBA AND ZANZIBAR. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs— 
(1) whether Her Majesty’s Government 
propose to abolish promptly and effec- 
tively all slavery in the Islands of 
Pemba and Zanzibar; and (2) what 
steps Her Majesty’s Government are 
now taking, or are proposing to take, 
with a view to the abolition of the status 
of slavery throughout all British African 
Protectorates ? 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary for State for Foreign 
Affairs—(1) if his attention has been 
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called to Sir A. Hardinge’s Report, dated 
Zanzibar, 13th March 1895, where he 
suggests that no further steps be taken 
for the immediate abolition of slavery 
until we have a Report from Mr. Donald 
Mackenzie, who is acting on behalf of 
the British and Foreign Anti-Slavery 
Society ; (2) has his attention been called 
to Mr. Mackenzie’s Report, dated 6th 
May 1895, as referred to by Sir A. 
Hardinge, where he says that the ques- 
tion of the abolition of slavery in Zanzi- 
bar, Pemba, and East Africa should not 
be allowed to remain any longer in 
abeyance ; and (3) what steps the Gov- 
ernment propose taking to abolish the 
legal status of slavery in East Africa 
and our African Protectorates ? 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Grorce 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): My 
attention has been called to the reports 
in question, and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are aware of the discussion upon 
slavery in Zanzibar and Pemba which 
took place in the late Parliament. The 
subject is receiving their closest atten- 
tion and they are in communication with 
Mr. Hardinge as to the measures which 
it may be found possible to adopt. It is 
not proposed, and it would be obviously 
impracticable, to take steps for the total 
abolition of slavery throughout the vast 
regions of East, West, and Central 
Africa which have been placed under 
British protection. Energetic steps are, 
however, being taken in those districts 
to extinguish slave-raiding and to check 
the abuses to which slavery may give 
rise. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE: May I ask whe- 
ther the Government are prepared to go 
on with the railway to Kikuyu, on the 
lakes ? 

*Mr. CURZON : I do not think that 
that question really arises out of the 
answer ; but I do not mind informing 
the hon. Gentleman, if he was not pre- 
sent in the House last night, that it was 
then stated that an estimate was about 
\to be laid on the Table for £20,000 for 
preliminary expenses connected with the 
construction of the railway. 


TELEGRAPHIC MONEY ORDERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
to ask the Representative of the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
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French subjects are enabled by their 
Government to send telegraphic money 
orders to Egypt ; and, whether he intends 
to take steps for enabling British sub- 
jects to enjoy a similar privilege. 


The hon. Memper further asked 
whether telegraphic money orders are 
exchanged between France and Germany 
and other of the great Continental 
States ; and, whether such orders can be 
sent from the United Kingdom to France 
and the Continent generally; if not, 
whether arrangements will be made for 
exchanging them with the chief trading 
countries of Europe. 

Mr. HANBURY: It is the case 
that telegraphic money orders are ex- 
changed between France and Egypt and 
also between France and Germany and 
other Continental States. The subject 
of establishing a system of the kind 
between the United Kingdom and Con- 
tinental countries is one which will, no 
doubt, come under the consideration of 
the Government. 


SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, with reference 
to the Return, Navy (Shipbuilding Pro- 
gramme), of which notice was first given 
on the Order Book on 19th February, 
which was ordered by the House on 
28th March, which he said would be 
misleading, whether he can now promise 
the Return in improved form. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The Return 
has been prepared in an amended form 
and steps will be taken to lay it on the 
Table in due course. 


FINANCE ACT, 1894. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether any regulations have been made 
by the Treasury under Sec. 19 of The 
Finance Act, 1894, since the passing of 
that Act, regulating the determination 
of the amounts payable to Local Taxa- 
tion Accounts out of the Death Duties ; 
and whether, in the accounts of real 
and personal property as now delivered 
under the Act, the accountable persons 
are required to distinguish that portion 
of the property which, if The Finance 
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Act, 1894, had not been passed, would 
have been chargeable with the duty im- 
posed by Sec. 27 of The Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1881, on Inland 
Revenue affidavits ; and, if not, upon 
what method or principle the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue proceed in 
distinguishing this portion of the pro- 
perty in order to ascertain the proportion 
of the duty thereon payable to Local 
Taxation Accounts. 

Toe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir Micnart Hicks 
Beacu, Bristol, W.): The answer to 
both questions is in the affirmative. 


FRANCE AND CHINA. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
whether he can inform the House, as to 
the chief points of the Treaty recently 
concluded between France and China 
regarding Southern China and the ter- 
ritories adjoining the Northern Mekong ; 
and what action Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to take with regard to 
this treaty ? 

Mr, CURZON: Before I answer the 
question, may I ask my hon. Friend and 
other Members in the same _ position, 
as an act of courtesy, to give rather 
longer notice of questions. [Cheers.] 
It is very difficult, almost impossible, to 
acquire the necessary information, to 
construct a reply, and to submit it to 
the Secretary of State in a few hours. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] Iam not at present 
In a position to give the House any 
information in regard to the Franco- 
Chinese Convention, the terms of which 
have not yet been communicated to Her 
Majesty’s Government and which has 
not yet been ratified. But Her Majesty’s 
Government have taken, and will take, 
such steps as may be necessary to pre- 
vent any disregard of the engagements 
which the Chinese Government have 
contracted with Great Britain in refer- 
ence to the territories affected by the 
convention. 


AGED POOR COMMISSION. 

Mr. J. RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board—(1) 
whether the Government propose to 


Mr, Gibson Bowles. 
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take immediate action to carry out the 
recommendations contained in the Sum- 
mary of the Report of the Commission 
on the Aged Poor, especially with re- 
spect to those recommendations contained 
in paragraphs 2 and 7; and (2) if the 
Government intend to make any pro- 
posals with respect to any further 
inquiry into the questions of Old Age 
Pensions ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Henry 
Cuapuiin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The 
recommendations contained in the Sum- 
mary of the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on the Aged Poor have been 
receiving my consideration, and I pro- 
pose to issue a Letter to Boards of 
Guardians directing their attention 
specially to the particular recommenda- 
tions to which my hon. Friend refers, 
As to the second part of the question, this 
will be answered by my right hon. Friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury, in connec- 
tion with the question of the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire. 

Mr. F. A. CHANNING : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, whether 
Her Majesty’s Government propose to 
take immediate steps to institute a fur- 
ther Inquiry, by Royal Commission or 
otherwise, into the various schemes and 
proposals for making provision for the 
Aged Poor. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Artuur Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.) : The Government are entirely 
in favour of the further investigation 
asked for by the hon. Member. An 
investigation was, I believe, recommended 
by a large majority of the Commission 
which sat on the subject. The prin- 
ciples on which further investigation 
should be conducted are under the con- 
sideration of Her Majesty’s Government, 
and the investigation will take place as 
soon as possible. 


LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND. 

Mr. EDWARD CARSON (Dublin 
University): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
of Ireland if he could state to the House 
what was the amount of the instalments 
payable upon the last gale day by tenant 
purchasers under the Irish Land pur- 
chase Acts; and how much has been 
already paid, and what sum is now in 
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arrear? And whether in any case, and, 
if so, to what amount, it has been 
necessary to resort to the landlord’s 
guarantee deposit ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
amount of instalments which fell due 
upon May Ist last in respect of advances 
under the Land Purchase Act of 1885 
was £206,828, of which £185,294 had 
been received up to the 24th ultimo. 
Under the Act of 1891 asum of £33,833 
became payable in respect of instalments 
on May Ist, and of this sum £32,939 had 
been received to the 24th ultimo. It is 
not possible for the Commissioners to 
anticipate what loss, if any, may occur on 
the resale of holdings from which it may 
be necessary to dispossess the original 
purchasers, for obviously it may be 
anticipated that in occasional cases some 
loss will be incurred. There are over 
26,000 purchasers at present on the 
books of the Commission, from whom 
purchase instalments are receivable. 
During the last year in 51 cases the 
holdings of purchasers who made default 
in payment of instalments were adver- 
tised for sale. In 36 of these cases the 
arrears were paid before the date 
advertised for the sale. In seven cases 
the holdings were sold to ordinary pur- 
chasers. In two cases the holdings were 
bought in by the former landlord. In 
none of these cases has any loss occurred. 
In the remaining six cases there were no 
bidders, and the holdings are at present 
in the hands of the Land Commission, 
pending resale. This information is col- 
lected from materials already at the 
Irish Office. There has not been suffi- 
cient time to obtain a report from the 
Land Commission, bringing the informa- 
tion up to the present date, or to enable 
me to answer the concluding inquiry in 
my hon. and learned Friend’s question. 


MURDER OF THE REV. MR. STEWART. 

Mr. CARSON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether it is intended to demand 
from the Chinese Government compensa- 
tion for the family of the Rev. Mr. 
Stewart, murdered in the recent massacre 
in China ? 

*Mr. CURZON : In the opinion of her 
Majesty’s Government it would not be 
advisable to raise the question of money 
compensation for the families of the 
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murdered persons until after the punish- 
ment of the individuals implicated in, or 
responsible for, the recent massacre, 
which they regard as an object of primary 
importance. 


RESERVES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty what was the total num- 
ber of engineers, with their grades, the 
number of artificers, and the number of 
firemen, left in reserve at Devonport, 
Plymouth, Portsmouth, Chatham and 
Sheerness, after the late mobilisation of 
the Fleet ? 

Mr. W. E, MACARTNEY : The num- 
bers left in reserve after the late mobilisa- 
tion were :—At Portsmouth : Inspector 
of machinery, 1 ; fleet, staff, and chief 
engineers, 42; engineers, 30 ; assistant 
engineers, 2 ; engine-room artificers, 295 ; 
stokers, 1,342. At Devonport the cor- 
responding figures were :—Inspector of 
machinery, 1 ; fleet, staff and chief 
engineers, 30 ; engineers, 17 ; assistant 
engineer, 1 ; engine-room artificers, 101 ; 
stokers, 1,008. And at Chatham and 
Sheerness :—Inspector of machinery, 1 ; 
fleet, staff and chief engineers, 20 ; engi- 
neers, 26 ; assistant engineers, 3 ; engine- 
room artificers, 157 ; stokers, 868. In 
addition to the above, 33 assistant 
engineers were distributed among the 
mobilised ships as additional for 


training. 


BOILERS OF H.M.S. “ CHARGER.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty— 
(1) who supplied the boilers to H.M.S. 
Charger ; (2) how long have they been 
in the vessel; (3) what is the assign- 
able cause of the fracture in the fire-box 
of one of them; and (4) at whose 
expense will the necessary repairs be 
done ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY :—(1) Messrs. 
Yarrow, of Poplar, supplied the boilers 
to H.M.S. Charger, which were of a 
locomotive type; (2) they have been in 
the vessel since September, 1894, but 
she was only delivered to the Admiralty 
on July 26 last; (3) the cause of the 
fracture in the fire-box of one of them is 
being investigated ; (4) this has not been 
decided yet. 
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Mr. W. ALLAN asked if Messrs. 
Yarrow would come under the usual 
guarantee clause, and whether the boilers 
would be repaired at the expense of the 
contractors. 

Mr. MACARTNEY replied affirma- 
tively to the first part of the question. 
As to the second part he stated that no 
decision had been arived at. 


LABOUR DEPARTMENT, BOARD OF 
TRADE. 

Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether it is 
intended to appoint a Local Labour 
Correspondent, whose duty it will be to 
supply information to the Board of Trade 
as to the state of employment in North 
Wales ? 

THE PRESIDENT or tuzE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. C.T. Rircuie, Croydon) : 
The question of making arrangements 
with a local correspondent or corre- 
spondents to supply information to the 
Labour Department as to the state of 
employment in North Wales is still 
receiviag careful consideration. Among 
other difficulties the distances between 
the districts in which industries are 
concentrated and the want of means of 
communication make any suitable 
arrangements difficult, although it is 
hoped that these obstacles may be over- 
come. The Department, however, does 
not undertake to employ local corre- 
spondents in every part of the country. 

Mr. REES DAVIES (Pembrokeshire) 
asked whether the information obtained 
by the labour correspondents of the 
Board of Trade would apply to South 
Wales. 

Mr. RITCHIE replied that the 
Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade endeavoured to obtain information 
from all parts of the country which 
might be of value, and it would apply to 
South Wales as well as to any other part 
of the country. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT, 1890. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 

I beg to ask the President of the Local 

Government Board, whether in cases 

where a local authority acquires land 

under s. 57, ss. 1, of the Housing of the 
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Working Classes Act, 1890, it is the 
practice of the Local Government Board 
to hold that such land, though acquired 
specifically for the purposes of Part ITI. 
of that Act, cannot be appropriated by 
the local authority for such purpose 
without the consent mentioned in s. 57, 
ss. 3; or whether the Board consider 
that such consent is only necessary either 
in cases where s. 57, ss. 2, applies, or 
where land already held by the local 
authority is intended to be appropriated 
by such authority for the purposes of 
Part ITI. of the Act referred to. 

Mr. CHAPLIN : There has not been 
any case in England in which the Local 
Government Board have been applied to 
by a local authority for sanction to the 
appropriation by them of land for the 
purposes of Part III. of the Housing of 
the Working Classes Act, 1890, when 
such land has, in fact, been acquired for 
those purposes. As a matter of fact 
there has been no practice of- the Board, 
because the necessity for deciding on any 
such application has never arisen. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman meant 
that no authority locally had acquired 
land specifically for the purpose ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I mean that no 
application has been made for the con- 
sent of the Board. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Is not 
the inference that no consent is neces- 
sary ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Member 
is quite as capable of forming an opinion 
as I am. 


ASSAULT BY A LAND AGENT. 

Mr. J. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the assault com- 
mitted, on the 2nd instant, at Rossmore, 
County Galway, by Mr. Tener, a local 
land agent, and a band of emergency 
men, on a young man, Tully, son of a 
tenant. Is he aware that Tully was 
struck with a heavy mallet on the back, 
and afterwards struck with a stake on 
the head, tearing off half his scalp and 
smashing in his skull, and that for five 
days he remained unconscious, although he 
did not in the slightest degree provoke a 
breach of peace? And, whether, in con- 
sequence of the man’s life being in 
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danger, he will direct that Mr. Tener be 
placed under arrest and prosecuted as 
would an ordinary offender ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is a 
fact that, on the 2nd instant, Mr. Tener, 
Land Agent, proceeded to Rossmore 
in order to fence a plot of land which 
appears to be claimed by a tenant named 
Tully, but in reference to whose claim a 
dispute, as I understand, appears to have 
existed between Tully and the Agent. It 
also appears that Tully resisted the 
fencing of this plot, and that in the 
course of a struggle that ensued, his son 
was assaulted and severely injured as 
stated in the question. Two of his 
alleged assailants were at once arrested 
and are now in custody. The question 
of Mr. Tener’s responsibility in this un- 

. fortunate affair has received my careful 
consideration, but I am advised that 
there is, so far, no evidence that he either 
directly or indirectly was concerned in 
the affray, and as the case is about to 
form the subject of magisterial investiga- 
tion, which will elicit the entire facts of 
the occurrence, I trust the hon. Gentle- 
man will see the inexpediency of further 
discussing the case at the present stage. 

Mr. D. SHEEHY (Galway, South) 
asked whether the hon. Gentleman was 
aware that Mr. Tener was a magistrate, 
and that the two men against whom 
proceedings had been taken were employés 
of Mr. Tener, who was there commanding 
them, and whether he was not guilty for 
the conduct of his servants, and whether 
the hon. Gentleman had called the Lord 
Chancellor’s attention to the fact that 
this magistrate had been engaged in a 
violent affray where a man’s life was in 
danger ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand the case is that Mr. Tener, so far, 
was not proved to have been either 
directly or indirectly concerned in the 
affray, and I am advised that unless he 
was concerned there is no reason to 
regard him as necessarily responsible for 
the action of his servants. 


Mr. SHEEHY asked whether Mr. 
Tener was not there superintending his 
men on the occasion and asserting an 
illegal position, and was it not a case 
where there was a dispute as to a title 
in which he was assisted by the police. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: He was 
there directing his men in fencing this 
land, but there is no evidence that he 
was there committing a criminal Act. 

Mr. ROCHE was proceeding to state 
some further facts, when 

*Mr. SPEAKER said: The hon. 
Member cannot give a long statement of 
his version of thisaffray. He has asked 
his question and has had an answer. 

Mr. ROCHE asked if the Chief 
Secretary was aware that Mr. Tener 
directed a man to go back a second time, 
and used force. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not aware of that, or that there was any 
evidence tending in that direction. 


EAST LONDON WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal 
Green, 8.W.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether, 
in view of the great danger to health, 
inconvenience, and discomfort arising to 
the inhabitants of East London from the 
insufficient quantity and bad quality of 
the water supplied to them by the East 
London Water Company, he proposes 
to take any, and what, steps in order to 
enforce upon the company their statu- 
tory obligation to give a constant sup- 

ly ? 

. Mr. J. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
said that, before the right hon. Gentle- 
man answered that question,he would ask 
him another, of which he had given him 
private notice, whether his attention had 
been called to the report, dated July 30, 
of the chief engineer of the London 
County Council, in which, after the ex- 
amination of certain facts as to the 
amount of water supplied by the East 
London Company before and after the 
frost of last winter, that gentleman states 
as his opinion— 

“ That what the company are now suffering 
from is not an insufficiency of supply, but that 
their pipes became so shattered during the frost 
of February last as to became so leaky that the 


water is wasted and does not reach the con- 
sumers ;”’ 


and whether he was prepared to make 
any inquiry as to the correctness of this 
opinion, and, if it was correct, whether 
he would take any steps to require the 
company to put the mains in proper re- 
pair ? 
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Mr. CHAPLIN: With regard to the 
supplementary question, I am under the 
impression that the chief engineer of the 
East London Water Company denies the 
allegation of the chief engineer of the 
County Council. But I only received 
the question of the hon. Member a few 
minutes before coming to the House, and 
it has been impossible to refer to the re- 
ports. With regard to the question on 
the paper, I shall repeat the appeal made 
by the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, that longer notice should be 
given of questions which relate to im- 
portant subjects. In this case the ques- 
tion only appeared this morning. I have 
been on a commission all day myself, 
and it has been difficult to get the an- 
swer; but I may say it has been a 
matter of much regret to me that 
so large a proportion of the  in- 
habitants, and many of them the poor- 
est, of the district included in the 
limits of supply of the East London 
Water Company have been put to very 
serious inconvenience by the limitation 
of the hours during which a supply was 
obtainable, and, as I could not but feel 
that a continuance of this limitation of 
the supply might be attended with 
danger to the public health, the condition 
of things has caused me some anxiety, 
and the matter has been receiving my 
constant attention. The difficulty in 
which the company have been placed 
has been occasioned by the exceptional 
drought which existed until very recently 
and the insufficiency of the means of 
storage possessed by the company. It 
is not requisite that I should refer to the 
circumstances under which Parliament, 
in 1893, rejected the Bill proposed by 
the company with a view to obtaining 
further powers for carrying out the 
additional works required. I will only 
say that I am assured that since Parlia- 
ment granted the necessary powers in 
1894 the company have been proceeding 
as rapidly as possible with the execution 
of the works which they were fully 
aware were needed. The water examiner 
under the Metropolis Water Acts has 
been in frequent communication with 
the company, in order that I might be 
informed precisely of the position of 
matters, and I have visited some of the 
poorer localities in the district that I 
might see for myself how occupiers of 
small house property were being affected 
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by the difficulty. The company have in 
a large number of streets set up stand- 
pipes attached to the mains, which were 
constantly charged with water, and this 
has, no doubt, been very helpful to a 
large number of persons when the 
ordinary supply was cut off. Allegations 
have been made as to a very serious 
increase in the mortality in the district 
of the water company; but I have 
caused inquiries to be made on this 
subject in connection with the returns 
of the Registrar-General, and I am glad 
to be able to state that, so far as means 
of comparison exist, it would appear that 
the mortality of the district supplied by 
the company has not been greater than 
in districts within the limits of supply 
of other companies where there has been 
no deficiency in the water supply. As 
regards the statutory obligation of the 
company to give a constant supply, I 
must point out that by Section 15 of the 
Metropolis Water Act, 1871, it is pro- 
vided that a company shall not be 
subject to any liability for not giving 
a constant supply when the want of such 
supply arises from unusual drought or 
other unavoidable cause or accident. I 
am glad to be able to state that I am 
informed by the company that they find 
that through the recent rains they may 
now safely extend the hours of supply 
from to-morrow, and that water will be 
turned on at about six in the morning 
and left on until about five in the after- 
noon daily. This is the fullest informa- 
tion I am able to give. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was personally 
conducted by the district engineer of the 
water company when he made his visit. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: No, Sir. I was 
conducted by one of the local authorities ; 
I think the vestry clerk. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: Was the right 
hon. Gentleman accompanied by the 
engineer of the company ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I believe that the 
engineer of the company was present, 
but the person by whom I was conducted 
I believe was the vestry clerk. 


POOR LAW GUARDIANS (IRELAND). 

Mr. F. MANDEVILLE (Tipperary, 
8.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of’ Ireland is he 
aware that, although the rating qualifi- 
cation for persons qualified to become 
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Poor Law Guardians in Ireland was re- 
duced from £24 per annum to £8 per 
annum, no change was made in the 
rating qualification of Members of Dis- 
pensary Committees, which is still fixed 
at £35 per annum in some Irish Poor 
Law Unions ; does he know that great 
hardship and public inconvenience is 
caused in the poorer districts, where the 
holdings and the ratings are small, by 
this high rating qualification for mem- 
bers of Dispensary Committees ; and 
will he take steps to have this inequality 
righted by lowering the rating qualifica- 
tion for members of Dispensary Com- 
mittees from £35 per annum to £8 per 
annum, or to some such reasonable 
figure 4 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware that the rating qualification of 
Poor Law Guardians in Ireland has been 
reduced, as stated—the Local Govern- 
ment Board being empowered by an 
order under their seal] to fix the qualifi- 
cation for this office. But the qualifica- 
tion of a resident ratepayer to act as a 
member of a Dispensary Committee is 
fixed by Statute at a minimum valuation 
of £30, and the Local Government 
Board have no power to vary the qualifi- 
cation for this latter office. 


TRADE WITH MATABELELAND 


MASHONALAND. 

Coroner HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
is aware that the late Government re- 
fused the urgent request of the Premier 
of Cape Colony and the British South 
Africa Company to add a clause to the 
Constitution of Matabeleland and Ma- 
shonaland, that the duties upon British 
goods entering those territories, the 
extent of which is calculated to exceed 
eight times the size of the United King- 
dom, should never be increased ; and, if 
it is too late to obtain so great and per- 
manent an advantage for British trade 
and labour in a district abounding in 
new markets ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. JosEpH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): The question 
of my hon. and gallant Friend does not 
represent quite accurately the proposal 
to which it refers. The document in 
which it was proposed to insert the 


AND 
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clause cannot be called a “ Constitution,” 
but was one of a series of revocable 
Orders in Council relating to our pro- 
tected South African territories. The 
purport of the clause was not that the 
duties on British goods entering the ter- 
ritories of the Chartered Company should 
never be increased, for no such duties are 
imposed, but that if imposed they should 
never exceed those levied under the 
South African Customs Union Tariff. I 
do not think that any advantage would 
arise from my reopening the question, as 
I have no reason to suppose that the 
Chartered Company contemplates levying 
Customs Duties, and if they did so pro- 
pose the Secretary of State has full power 
to veto any Customs Ordinance which he 
might consider unreasonable or unfair to 
British trade. 


ARDCHATTAN EPISCOPAL SCHOOL. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, 
Mid.) : I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether it is the case that the Scotch 
Education Department have resolved to 
place the Episcopal School at Ard- 
chattan on the list of schools in receipt 
of Government grant ; is he aware that 
the Ardchattan School Board have made 
sufficient provision for all the children 
of school age resident within the 
district ; that the electors of the parish 
have repeatedly homologated the action 
of the School Board in opposing the 
recognition of the Episcopal School as a 
state-aided school ; and that, according 
to a religious census recently furnished 
to the Department by the managers of 
the Episcopal School, there was only 
one family of Episcopalians in the 
district, leaving out of consideration 
the teacher’s own family ; and whether, 
seeing that the School Board have 
resigned, and that this is the third time 
within the period of three years that the 
Board has resigned as a body, owing to 
the endeavours of the Department to 
place the Episcopal School at Ardchattan 
upon the grant-earning list, he will 
state what steps the Department intends 
taking to carry on the work of education 
of the district ? 

*ToE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
Cares Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): The Episcopal 
School at Ardchattan was placed on the 
list of schools to which annual grants 
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might conditionally be made, in 1890, 
as it was then judged that the con- 
ditions of the Education Act were 
fulfilled. As the attendance fell off the 
grants were suspended, but in view of 
an increased attendance that suspension 
has been recently removed. The Act 
provides that before recognition a school 
shall be required, regard being had to 
the religious belief of the parents, and 
its recognition does not depend upon the 
amount of accommodation in the public 
school. But the managers have been 
warned that the attendance must be 
the result of a spontaneous desire on the 
part of the parents, and not of any 
action taken by the managers to induce 
children to attend it in preference to 
the public school, and that any evidence 
of such action would be followed by the 
suspension or withdrawal of grant. 
Notice of the resignation of the School 
Board has been received by the Depart- 
ment, and it will now be the duty of 
the Department to consider the action 
it has to take under the Education Acts. 


IMMORAL LITERATURE. 

Mr. J. F. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department—(1) whether his 
attention has been directed to recent 
revelations as to the pernicious con- 
sequences of the unrestricted circulation 
of cheap literature of a grossly demora- 
lising and corrupting character amongst 
the young; (2) whether he is aware 
that coroners’ juries have appended to 
their verdicts on recent tragedies riders 
affirming the urgent necessity of legis- 
lative or administrative action, with a 
view to the correction or the checking of 
the evil; and (3) whether any official 
machinery exists by which effect might 
be given to this recommendation ; and, 
if not, will he arm some responsible 
authority with supervising powers in 
this connection similar to those that have 
been exercised for many years to prevent 
the dissemination of unwholesome and 
objectionable literature from the stage ? 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
M. W. Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
My attention has been naturally called 
to statements in the Press with regard 
to the matter referred to, and representa- 
tions have been made to me and to my 


Lord Adwocate. 
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predecessors at the Home Office on the 
subject of this undoubted evil. These 
representations have included riders to 
verdicts of coroners’ juries. Inquiries, 
however, directed by the Home Secre- 
tary in 1888, have shown the difficulty 
of establishing a direct connection 
between juvenile crime and the reading 
of such literature. Under the existing 
law no means exist of stopping such 
publications unless they be of an 
obscene, blasphemous, or seditious 
character, and I have no authority to 
establish any such censorship as_ is 
suggested in the last paragraph of the 
question. The difficulties of legislation 
with respect to quasi-criminal literature 
not coming within the above descriptions 
have been, I am sorry to say, in my 
judgment rightly regarded as almost 
prohibitive. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY BOARD. 

Mr. J. W. CROMBIE (Kincardine- 
shire) : I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether there is any fund at the disposal 
of the Scottish Fishery Board, from 
which they can advance money on loan 
to fishermen to meet the case of loss of 
nets and fishing gear owing to stress of 
weather or to an unusually heavy catch 
of fish, such as occurred recently to the 
crew of a Johnshaven boat ? 

*ToE LORD ADVOCATE: In reply 
to this question I have to inform the 
hon. Member that there is no fund 
at the disposal of the Scottish Fishery 
Board for the purpose referred to. 


ROYAL CANAL, IRELAND. 

Mr. J. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, (1) Can he state what steps 
the Midland Great Western Railway 
Company of Ireland, as owners of the 
Royal Canal, are taking to repair the 
serious breach which occurred in the 
canal on Tuesday last by the falling in 
or subsidence of a tunnel over which the 
waterway passes near Killucan ; (2) is 
he aware that, owing to the great leakage 
of water through the broken arch of the 
tunnel, the surrounding country has been 
flooded, and all traffic on ,the canal 
between Dublin and Mullingar, Longford, 
Ballymahon, &c., suspended since the 
occurrence ; and, (3) whether, as the old 
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tunnel which has given way was con- 
structed of wood, the Board of Trade 
will insist on the Company replacing it 
by a proper one formed of stone or brick- 
work, so as to prevent a similar accident 
in the future. 

Mr. RITCHIE : The Board of Trade 
have no information as to the matters 
referred to in the first and second para- 
graphs of the hon. Member’s question, 
but are in communication with the 
Company on the subject. With regard 
to the third paragraph the Board have no 
power to insist on the Canal Company 
replacing a wooden tunnel by a brick 
one. The Inspecting Officer has com- 
pleted his inspection of the navigation, 
and I expect to receive his report shortly. 


Disturbances in 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whether the present 
Attorney-General has accepted the con- 
ditions with regard to private practice 
which were observed by his predecessor 
in office ; and in what respect, if any, 
has a departure been made? 

Mr. C. J. DARLING (Deptford) 
asked whether the terms upon which the 
present Attorney-General held office 
were also accepted by the present 
Solicitor-General, and, if that were so, 
how it happened that the learned Gentle- 
man appeared against the Crown at the 
Old Bailey. 

Mr. HANBURY: There has been no 
departure whatever, as I understand, 
from the present regulations in regard to 
the private practice of the law officers of 
the Crown, and these regulations are 
binding upon both law officers of the 
Crown. There is an unopposed motion 
on the paper in the name of the hon. 
Member for Poplar for the production of 
the Treasury minute relating to the 
whole question, and I will see that it is 
laid upon the Table at the earliest possible 
moment. 

Mr. HENRY LABOUCHERE 
(Northampton): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman tell me who are the two law 
officers of the Crown ? 

Mr. HANBURY: I believe that the 
Solicitor-General of the late Government 
remains in office until his successor is 
appointed. 
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Macedonia, 
BECHUANALAND. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is in a position to state the 
terms of the agreement under which 
British Bechuanaland is about to be 
incorporated into the Cape Colony ? 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN: 
The terms of the agreement are very long, 
as they provide for many matters of 
detail, such as the position of Civil 
servants, public buildings, and _ police, 
and so forth, with all which the hon. 
Member is familiar ; but the parts which 
will be of general interest are as 
follows :—The territory obtains suitable 
representation in both Houses of the 
Cape Parliament. The jurisdiction of 
the Supreme and Circuit Courts of the 
Cape Colony and of the High Court of 
Griqualand is extended over the territory, 
and the principle of trial by jury intro- 
duced. Local self-government, in the 
form of divisional councils, is extended. 
The laws of the territory are declared to 
remain in force, especially the laws 
against the supply of liquor to natives, 
those preserving their land reserves, and 
those relating to the jurisdiction of their 
chiefs in native cases ; and it is further 
declared that the Glen Grey Act cannot 
be extended to the territory without an 
Act of the Cape Parliament, which, of 
course, would be subject to the disallow- 
ance by the Crown. With reference to 
this last point, I may mention that I 
obtained from the Cape Ministers a pro- 
mise that they would not introduce such 
legislation without first ascertaining the 
views of her Majesty’s Government. 
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DISTURBANCES IN MACEDONIA. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 
ment have information confirming the 
reports in the Press that two Mussulman 
villages have been burned by bands of 
Bulgarian marauders, and their inhabi- 
tants massacred; and, if so, whether 
Her Majesty’s Government will remon- 
strate with the Bulgarian Government 
upon these atrocities ? 

*Mr. GEORGE CURZON : Informa- 
tion has been received from Turkish 
sources that a village across the frontier 
has been attacked and burned, with 
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some loss of life, by a band of Bulgarian 
marauders. Representations have been 
constantly addressed to the Bulgarian 
Government, and have been repeated in 
consequence of this incident, urging 
them to prevent the passage of similar 
bands, and to preserve order upon the 
Turkish frontier. 


BOERS AND THE WOODBUSH TRIBES. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether it is the intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government to investi- 
gate the charges brought against the 
Boers of inhumanity towards the Wood- 
bush tribes in July and August last ; 
and, if so, what form that investigation 
will take ? 

Mr JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : I 
have instructed the High Commissioner, 
by such means as are in his power, to 
obtain all possible information from in- 
dependent and impartial sources as to 
the charges referred to, and as to the 
events out of which they arose, and to 
inform me of the result. But as the 
correspondents of the hon. Member are 
not willing that their names should be 
known, I must leave the form of the 
inquiry to the discretion of the High 
Commissioner. 


MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNMENT AS 
DIRECTORS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the attention of Her Majesty’s 
Government has been given to the fact 
that 24 Members of the present Ad- 
ministration hold between them 61 
directorships and trusteeships of public 
companies ; and whether Her Majesty’s 
Government propose to call on these 24 
Members of the Administration to resign 
the directorships in question? [Loud 
Opposition cheers.| The hon. Gentleman 
in putting the question said, that since 
he had placed it upon the paper, he had 
received a communication to the effect 
that the figure “61” ought to be “60.” 
[ Laughter. | 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: No invariable rule has been, 
or can be, laid down on this subject. 
Two main principles, however, have 
been laid down: one, that no Member 


Mr. George Curzon. 
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of the Government can enter into any 
engagement which would occupy the 
time that would properly belong to the 
public ; and, secondly, that no’ Member 
of the Government should undertake 
any responsibility in connection with 
public companies that could be supposed 
to influence his policy or diminish his 
usefulness as a Member of the Cabinet 
or Minister of a Department. I under- 
stand that, under the directions referred 
to by my hon. Friend, a large number of 
directorships have been resigned, and 
that more are about to be resigned. 
|‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 


WANT OF EMPLOYMENT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS : I beg to 
ask the First Lord ofthe Treasury whether 
the Government propose to reappoint the 
Select Committee on distress caused by 
want of employment. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I suppose that the hon. Gentle- 
man refers to the present Session. 
I will consult with the Chairman of the 
Committee which sat last Session, to 
ascertain whether in his opinion any 
good object can be served by the re- 
appointment of the Committee. If it 
were possible for the Committee to con- 
tinue its investigations, we should gladly 
welcome any fresh light they might throw 
upon the subject. [‘* Hear!” 

Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
with reference to the intimation that 
legislation is to be postponed until next 
year, whether he will make an exception 
in favour of the recommendations of the 
Select Committee on Distress from Want 
of Employment. 

Mr. F. A. CHANNING: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
considered the recommendations of the 
Select Committee on Distress from Want 
of Employment, and whether they pro- 
pose during the present Session to give 
effect by legislation to the recommenda- 
tions to exempt from disability as regards 
the franchise deserving men who through 
no fault of their own are compelled to 
take relief work, and to empower Boards 
of Guardians in London, with the con- 
sent of the London County Council, to 
agree with any sanitary authority in 
their union that, in consideration of the 
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latter employing persons on relief works, 
the Guardians will contribute an amount 
not exceeding one-half the cost of such 
employment, placing the contribution as 
a charge on the Metropolitan Common 
Poor Funds ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: It would be impossible for 
the Government to make any excep- 
tion to the rule laid down, to the effect 
that no controversial legislation can be 
undertaken during the course of the 
present Session. The matter referred to 
in the question is one which the Govern- 
ment recognise as exceedingly pressing, 
and will have during the recess their 
earnest attention. [‘‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 

Mr. CHANNING: Does the right 
hon gentleman consider the removal of 
the disabilities in connection with the 
franchise one that would be regarded as 
controversial in this House, and one 
which cannot be dealt with by a simple 
Act of Parliament? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I should say, in the first 
place, that it is controversial, and that, 
in the second place, it has comparatively 
little bearing on the principal questions 
which may have to occupy us. It is an 
important subject, but it has no connec- 
tion with the relief of distress. [‘ Hear, 
hear !”] 


FALLS OF FOYERS. 

Dr. R. FARQUHARSON (Aber- 
deenshire, W.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to statements 
with reference to the injury threatened 
to the Falls of Foyers by the operations 
of an aluminium company, and, whether 
he will take steps to prevent the destruc- 
tion of one of the most beautiful natural 
objects in the country ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The question, I believe, is 
identical with one put to the late 
Secretary for Scotland in May last. I 
can add nothing to the reply which he 
then gave. He pointed out that it was 
entirely beyond the powers of the Govern- 
ment to deal with this question in the 
sense suggested by the hon. Member in 
his question. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : As this is a 
question of national importance, cannot 
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into the actual condition of things, and 
find out what damage has really been 
done ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I believe an inquiry was 
made by the late Secretary for Scotland, 
and I shall be glad to take steps to give 
to the hon. Gentleman any information 
which he obtained. An inquiry which 
cannot be followed by any executive 
action would seem to be rather illusory 
at the present time. [‘‘ Hear, hear !”] 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS. 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE asked the 
First Lord of the Treasury how it was 
that no notice had been given by him for 
to-day in regard to stopping the intro- 
duction of Bills. It was understood 
yesterday that the right hon. Gentleman 
would give such notice, either before the 
close of yesterday’s sitting or to-day. It 
did not appear on the paper to-day, and 
the result was that a number of Members 
who presented themselves at the Table 
had been informed by the Clerks, in con- 
sequence of the First Lord’s statement 
in the House, that their Bills would be 
stopped ; while, in one case, a Bill had 
been accepted and was now before the 
House. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tur TREA- 
SURY: My intention is to introduce a 
Resolution which will prevent the Bills 
of private Members being discussed in 
this House during the present Session. 
I did not move the Resolution yesterday 
or to-day, because I thought it might lead 
to discussion, and because I thought that 
the whole Resolution regarding the busi- 
ness of the Session and the time of the 
House might be embodied in one para- 
graph and dealt with at the same time. 
I propose to put down a Resolution to-day 
to be discussed on Monday. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE asked what 
would happen to Bills in the meantime. 
A dilliculty had been made at the Table 
yesterday in accepting notices from 
several of his Friends on the subject of 
the Eight Hours Bill for Miners. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY : Such proceedings will inevitably 
lead to confusion, and [I hope that the 
Clerks will not be put to unnecessary 
trouble by hon. Members giving notices 





the right hon. Gentleman make inquiry 





which must, in the end, prove abortive. 
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I hope that hon. Members will accept 
the notice I have given, and will abstain 
from giving such notices. 

Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford) : I 
beg to give notice that, on Monday I 
shall ask leave to introduce a Bill to 
facilitate the restoration of certain 
evicted tenants to their holdings. 
(Cheers ). 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) asked 
whether the First Lord of the Treasury 
would be good enough to use the usual 
channels of information to inform himself 
whether the introduction of certain 
Bills might not tend to curtail rather 
than to prolong discussion during the 
present Session. [‘ Hear, hear!” 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I shall be glad to receive infor- 
mation on the subject from any quarter 
of the House. [* Hear, hear !”] 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY AND 
Mr. JUSTICE BEWLEY. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : I wish to ask the 
Chief Secretary, in regard to his impor- 
tant announcement yesterday, whether 
he is correctly reported in The Times of 
to-day as having said that the letter had 
been published which he received from 
Mr. Justice Bewley, and the contents of 
which the right hon. Gentleman stated 
thus :— 


‘*Mr. Justice Bewley believes that if the 
provisions of the Land Bill were such as to affect 
the decisions in connection with those appli- 
cations (to refix judicial rents) it would be 
easy and proper for the Land Commission to 
instruct Sub-Commissioners to defer judgment 
until the Bill was passed; and, of course, any 
such Bill would contain a clause applying the 
provisions to pending cases.’’ 


Then, Sir, there are some interroga- 
tories by myself, asking whether the 
Chief Secretary will lay his letter on the 
table of the House ; and the right hon. 
Gentleman is reported to have said :— 


“T can assure the hon. Member that I have 
very accurately given the purport of the letter. 
The letter was actually published, and I do not 
think the hon. Member can gather very much 
more from it than I have stated,” 


Is the right hon. Gentleman correctly 
reported as having said that the letter 
has been published ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No, Sir. 
That is, I think, an error of the reporter. 


First Lord of the Treasury. 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 176 


What I said, or intended to say, was that 
if the letter were published the hon. and 
learned Gentleman could not gather very 
much more from it than what I stated 
to the House. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the Chief 
Secretary advert to the action taken by 
the present Leader of the House, who, 
when he was Chief Secretary, and when 
a communication was made to him in 
1887 to the following effect :— 


“Considering the enormous responsibility 
thrown on the Court by the proposal with 
regard to the temporary remission of judicial 
rents now before Parliament, we are of opinion 
that some precise guidance should be given in 
the Act of Parliament as to the nature of the 
principle to be applied ”’— 


on being pressed to lay that communi- 
cation from the Land Commission upon 
the Table of the House, said—- 


“There can be no objection to laying the 
letter on the Table; though, asit was read in 
its entirety and is very short and simple in its 
terms, nothing would be gained by such a 
course” ? 


I thereupon gave notice that I would 
move for a copy of the letter of the 
Land Commission. And, as a matter of 
fact, the Motion was made, and the 
document was laid on the Table of the 
House. The reference is No. 303 of the 
papers of 1887. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If 
the hon. and learned Gentleman .will 
kindly put the question on the paper, I 
will consider the matter and give him an 
answer on Monday. 


VOTES IN SUPPLY. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether he 
will lay upon the table a statement, 
showing the Votes which will have to be 
taken in Committee of Supply. 

*Mr. HANBURY: I will present a 
statement. 


MUNICIPAL FRANCHISE (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY, in rising to 
ask leave to introduce a Bill to amend 
the law relating to Municipal Franchise 
in Ireland, said that the House might 
remember that a Bill on this subject 
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passed the House of Commons last June, 
but was rejected in the Lords on the 
Motion for going into Committee, after 
the Bill had been read a second time. 
The present Government were good 
enough to declare that they assented to 
the general propositions of that Bill, 
and he did not know whether the 
Government might not find time to 
allow a non-contentious Bill of this kind 
to be brought in now, and whether they 
might not also find that, in passing such 
a Bill, they would be doing something 
which would conduce to the limitation of 
discussion on other matters during the 
present Session. [Ministerial cries of 
“Oh.”] Having no other means to 
bring this matter before the House, he 
now asked leave to bring in this Bill. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman desired to know whether the 
Government were prepared to pass 
through the House this Session a Bill 
which, in general, would assimilate 
Municipal Government in Ireland to 
that in England. It was quite true 
that, not only in the other House but in 
that House, the Unionist party had 
often expressed their general adhesion 
to the doctrine which he had enunciated, 
but he would see that, however favour- 
able the Government were to the Bill at 
that time, the House could not be asked 
to discuss anything so complicated at 
the present time. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman said that the principle of the 
Bill was conceded. There would, how- 
ever, be a legitimate desire to discuss its 
details, for the House was not permitted 
to do so in the last Session; and the 
hon. and learned Gentleman would 
hardly suggest that the Bill should be 
passed without any alteration whatever. 
|‘ Hear, hear!”] Under these circum- 
stances, it was scarcely possible for the 
Government to hold out any hope for 
the passage of the Bill in the present 
Session, and he had already told the 
leader of the Opposition that, with re- 
gard to next Session, the Government 
could not now give any sketch of their 
legislative programme. 


The Queen’s 


Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Municipal Franchise in Ireland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. T. M. Healy, 
Mr, Justin M’Carthy, Mr. Pinkerton, 
Mr. Thomas B. Curran, and: Mr. Maurice 
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Healy ; presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed.— 
[Bill 1.] 


LAW OFFICERS (SALARIES, &c.). 

Return ordered, “of the sums paid in 
salaries and fees to the Law Officers of 
the Crown in England, Ireland, and 
Scotland since 1880 ;” “ And, Copies of 
any Treasury Minutes relating to the 
remuneration of the Law Officers of the 
Crown.”-—(Mr. Sydney Busxton.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


ADJOURNED DEBATE. [SECOND NIGHT. | 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Amendment 
proposed to Main Question [15th 
August ]|— 


‘‘That an humble Address be presented to 

Her Majesty, as followeth :— 
‘Most Gracious Sovereign, 

‘* We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal 
subjects, the Commons of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 
the Most Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.”’— 
(Mr. Legh.) 


And which Amendment was, at the 
end of the Question, to add the words— 


‘* And humbly to represent to Your Majesty 
that this House is of opinion that it is the duty 
of Your Majesty’s Ministers to declare without 
delay their policy with regard to the questions 
of Home Rule, Land Law Reform (including 
amendment of the existing Land Acts and com- 
pulsory Land Purchase), Reinstatement of the 
Evicted ‘Tenants, and the industrial condition of 
Ireland, in all which matters the overwhelming 
majority of the Irish people is vitally interested.” 
—(Mr. John Redmond). 

And the Amendment to the proposed 
Amendment was to leave out all the 
words after the words “ Ministers to,” 
to the end thereof, in order to add the 
words— 

‘Propose immediate legislation to carry out 
the recommendations of the Select Committee of 
last year upon the Irish Land Acts, for the 
revision of those Judicial Rents which have been 
declared by the Committee to be excessive, and 
to make provision for the restoration on equit- 
able terms of certain Evicted Tenants in Ireland 
to their holdings.” —(Mr. Dillon). 

G [Second Night.] 
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{COMMONS} 
*Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) re-|against the persistent hostility of one 


suming the Debate,remarked that further | party to the contract. The state- 
time might well be afforded to discuss ment of the Chief Secretary was of 
the important statement made by the,a most interesting character. To sum 


Chief Secretary last night. 
then witnessed two parties, both repre- 
senting the national aspirations of the 
Irish people, engaged, to a certain extent, 


The House it up, the contrast between the Unionist 


and the Liberal policy was that the 
Liberal policy consisted of a great con- 
stitutional change, the Unionist of recog- 


in rivalry, and they saw an English nising the poverty of Ireland and doing 
Minister taking advantage of that differ-| what could be done to remedy that 
ence between them. He urged the Irish | poverty. So far as he was concerned, 
Members to unite once more, so that the | he recognised with gratitude the sympa- 
great cause which they all had at heart thetic spirit which the right hon. Gentle- 
might be prosecuted with enthusiasm. | man, the Leader of the House, and his 
Last night the Chief Secretary for Ire-| brother had displayed in regard to this 
land had stated what were the Unionist | question. -He believed that poverty 


intentions with regard to legislation for 
Ireland. The recent Elections had shown 
a great contrast between Great Britain 
and Ireland. London, and the nine 


surrounding counties were, even in the) 
last Parliament, the backbone of the) 


Unionist Party. From that district 
there were, in 1895, about 140 Members 
returned, only some 12 or 13 of whom 
were favourable to the principle of 
Home Rule. He did not think that 
that was very unnatural, because the 
Metropolis desired to keep the business 
which might, in the event of Home 
Rule, be transferred to Ireland. The 


feeling in England, Scotland and Wales | 
had altered to a large extent from what | 
They had had now | 


it was in 1892. 
four Elections, all to some degree on the 
subject of Home Rule: so far as 
Great Britain went, in 1885 more or 


less favourable, in 1886 hostile, in 1892 | 


favourable, in 1895 hostile. But in 


Ireland there was a tremendous contrast ; | 


including in Ireland the Election of 
1880, on every occasion on which the 
Irish people had had an opportunity of 
expressing their wishes they had shown 
their devotion to Home Rule, and more 


decidedly in 1895 than in 1892. There’ 
was a different opinion entertained 
in these two islands upon this 


matter. The moral to be drawn was 
that the Irish case was more strongly 
and clearly presented now than it had 
ever been before. After all, the political 
arrangements between these two islands 
did not rest upon the opinion of one 
island. When the present union was 
arranged it was consummated first in 
Ireland and then in Great Britain, and 
so in the long run it must be. 


Existing arrangements cannot omens 


‘lay at the root of the Irish question, 
‘and he admitted this all the more 
‘freely because he believed that the 
‘question of poverty could not be 
dealt with without dealing with the 
constitutional question also. There was 
a great contrast betweer the two 
‘islands: Great Britain was the richest 
country in the world, Ireland was 
one of the poorest countries in Europe— 
“no, no”|; that was his opinion at all 
‘events. The returns for Income Tax 
purposes, the statistics of pauperism, 
and the facts which had been laid before 
the Royal Commission on the Financial 
Relations between Great Britain and 
Ireland, showed the great contrast be- 
tween the two countries. The income 
of Great Britain was increasing at the 
rate of about 50 millions a year, and, 
after supporting the population, there 
was a margin of a thousand millions a 
‘year available to be drawn on for 
purposes of taxation ; while in Ireland 
there was only a margin of 12 millions 
a year. Attention had been called 
in this Debate to the poverty of 
Essex, and a comparison had been drawn 
|between that county and Ireland ; but 
the population of Essex between 1881 
and 1891 had increased by nearly 40 
| per cent., while the population of Ireland 
had decreased. Prosperity in England 
‘was the rule; in Ireland suffering 
and poverty were the rule. One of the 
‘hon. Members for Belfast had called 
attention to the prosperity of that city ; 
but its prosperity had not succeeded in 
extending even as far as the two counties 
in which it was situated, the popula- 
lation of which during the last 56 years, 
‘including the City, had considerably 
decreased. The Leader of the House 
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had said that the poverty of Ireland was 
“caused, in generations long gone by, by 
the action of England ;” which the Chief 
Secretary traced it to ‘deep - seated 
differences of religion and sentiment,” 
but they must look rather, he con- 
tended, to present conditions. Speaking 
broadly, the poverty or wealth of any 
country depended on its “harvests.” 
One would find a full explanation of the 
poverty of Ireland in a consideration of 
the questions how much was-the»annual 
harvest of Ireland, and what becomes of 
it. The annual harvest of Ireland, after 
providing for the living of the popu- 
lation and the payment of rent, came 
to something like 12 millions a year. 
The Irish farmers made only two de- 
mands on any Government set over 
them : one was that there should be fair 
relations established between them and 
their landlords, and the other was that 
there should be fair relations established 
between them and their Government. 
Were the relations, then, that exist be- 
tween the peasant farmers and their 
landlords satisfactory? To that question 
the answer of the Chief Secretary was 
perfectly final. The right hon. Gentle- 
man encouraged Irish Members to bring 
in this Session a Bill dealing with the 
evicted tenants ; he promised a Land 
Bill himself for next Session. That 
would be followed by a Land Purchase 
Bill, and then he used the expression 
that 10, 15, or 20 years hence the House 
might still be engaged in passing Land 
Bills for Ireland. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, 
Leeds, Central) : I must correct the hon. 
Member. I did not suggest that after 
the Land Bill we should bring in a Land 
Purchase Bill. 


*Mr. LOUGH was very glad to hear 
that. The Bill to facilitate the purchase 
of land was to be embodied in the Land 
Bill. That would make it a greater and 
longer measure, but it did not affect his 
point, that they were to have a Land 
Bill this Session and another next Ses- 
sion ; and after that, the right hon. Gen- 
tleman said that 10, or 15, or 20 years 
hence this House might still be engaged 
in passing Land Bills for Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must 
again correct the hon. Member. What 
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I said was, that there was no present ne- 
cessity to consider the desirability of bring- 
ing in a Bill for compulsory purchase, and 
Tadded that what might happen 10, 15 or 
20 years hence was not a subject which 
need now engage our attention. 

*Mr. LOUGH: I think on the whole 
that justifies what I said. [Zaughter.] 
When one looked back to the 50 years 
that had gone, that was a terrible state- 
ment to make to the House. Trish land 
legislation commenced in 1845; and 
they had Land Bills in 1861, 1871, 1881, 
1886, 1887, and 1891, all dealing with 
the subject, and yet they were told in 
the most genial manner that the great 
question was not settled yet. It was 
admitted by the right hon. Gentleman 
that the relations between the farmers 
and their landlords were not satisfactory. 
He wanted the House to consider what 
sum of money would make them satis- 
factory, because it was after all a ques- 
tion of reduction of rent. How much 
ought farmers’ rents to be reduced? 
They stood now at about ten millions. 
He thought six millions would be 
enough. It would be admitted by all 
its advocates that when land purchase 
was completed, it would mean a reduc- 
tion of at least three millions per annum 
in the amount that at present farmers 
have got to pay. That was equivalent 
to an admission that we were exacting 
out of these unfortunate people a tribute 
of three millions a year in excess of the 
rent which they might be fairly expected 
to pay. Did fair relations exist between 
the peasant farmers and the Government? 
Now, on this question he pointed out 
that the taxation of Great Britain 
was a bagatelle in comparison with 
its income. The taxation of Great 
Britain was one-eighth of the taxable 
income, the lowest of any country in the 
world. Ireland, on the other hand, had 
a taxable income of only 12 millions, 
and its taxation for Imperial and local 
purposes, came to 11} millions. In other 
words, seven-eighths of the whole annual 
national income of Ireland was eaten up 
by taxation. At questions of taxation 
the Englishman laughs; the Irishman 
winces. In 1845, the population of 
Ireland was 8} millions, while the 
taxation was 6} millions, or 17s. per 
head. Now the population had fallen to 
4} millions, and the taxation had risen 
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11} millions, or 49s. per head. A more 
seriousstory of exaction could not be found 
in the history of the world. Had the 
wealth of Ireland increased during the 
last 50 years? To ask the question was 
to answer it. The annual value of the 
crops of Ireland were 24 millions less in 
1893 than in 1853, while the annual 
value of the cattle were five millions 
less in 1893 than in 1869. Did the re- 
quirements of the country demand the 
institutions to which this taxation was 
applied? The first answer to that was 
that in 1845 a population of 8} millions 
was provided for out of a taxation of 
64 millions, whereas now a population 
of 44 millions had wrung from it the 
extraordinary amount of 11} millions. 
We preserved the same institutions 
to-day which existed in 1845. There 
were twice as many police now as 
40 years ago. The fewer the people, 
the heavier the taxation; the greater 
the poverty, the more was demanded. 
He was quite sure he was well 
within the mark when he said that 
54 millions a year would be sufficient 
for every requirement of Irish Govern- 
ment, say 3 millions for central and 2} 
millions for local requirements. Thus, he 
contended, three millions too much were 
exacted from the Irish farmers in rent, 
and six millions too much in taxation. 
That made an oppression of £9,000,000 
a year wrung out of one of the poorest 
communities in the whole of Europe. 
The seriousness of this position became 
still more apparent when the depreciation 
in agricultural prices was remembered. 
The value of agricultural produce had 
sunk in value to one-third of what it 
was 50 years ago, whilst the wages 
which the agriculturist had to pay 
had doubled, so that he had to ex- 
pend twice as much in labour and 
use twice as much land to wring out the 
£9,000,000 exacted from him now as 
compared with what it would have cost 
him in 1845. He congratulated the 
Government on their determination to 
go into this question of Irish poverty, 
and if they would only have the courage 
to probe it to the bottom they would 
obtain in it much guidance. They 
had in Ireland the most splendid system 
of collecting statistics, but when they 
were collected no one read them or paid 
any attention to the shocking facts which 
they disclosed. What would be the first 
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feature in a country’s statistics which 
would illustrate such a cruel oppression 
as that to which he had alluded? 
Why, of course, the population would 
decrease; the people would not stay 
in a country to be so tyrannised. 
Taking the vital statistics of Ireland, 
had not the population decreased? In 
1841 the population was 8} millions ; in 
1851, 63; in 1861, 53 ; in 1871, 54; in 
1881, 54 ; and in 1891, 4? millions. There 
was a story of depopulation the most cruel 
and unnecessary that the whole annals 
of the world exhibited ; the lower the 
population got the faster the people left 
Treland. Between 1861 and 1871 there 
was a comparatively slight decrease, be- 
tween 1871 and 1881 astill less decrease ; 
but in the last decade, with all 
their remedial legislation upon which the 
Unionists prided themselves, the propor- 
tion of the decrease had doubled as 
compared with the previous decade. 
They had, therefore, got to recognise 
that the fewer the people who were left 
in Ireland the fewer were willing to stay 
in it. In other words the condition of 
those that remained was worse than was 
the condition of the larger population of 
40 or 50 years ago. Again, the decrease 
of population was the greatest in the pros- 
perous districts. He spent a large portion 
of each year in Ireland, in what used 
to be one of the most prosperous districts, 
namely in the County of Cavan, which 
was in the South of Ulster. He was 
perfectly familiar with the counties of 
Cavan, Fermanagh and Monaghan, a 
district as beautiful, and which would be 
as prosperous as any in Europe if a wise 
and symyathetic Government was over 
it. What were the statistics of these 
three counties? Whereas the whole of 
Ireland exhibited a decrease of 42 per 
cent. from 1841 to 1891, these three 
counties exhibited a decrease of 54 per 
cent. It appeared, therefore, that, the 
more prosperous was the district, the 
more hardly was it hit by the legisla- 
tion of that House. Between 1881 
and 1891, the decrease of the popu- 
lation all over Ireland was 9 per cent., 
but in these three counties it was 14 per 
cent., so that the general tendency of 
their remedial legislation was to deal 
more cruel blows to the prosperous 
districts than was dealt to the whole of 
Ireland. They talked of congested 
districts, but as fast as they dealt with 














A ned ad 


mo rw 


cro @O 


Sera khmas TFTeTr oor F 











185 Majesty's Most 


one congested district they were turning 
the rest of Ireland into another congested 
district. As fast as they cured one they 
were killing another, and when they had 
finished with the West Coast they would 
have to go to the East Coast, unless 
something were done to check the ten- 
dency of legislation. His second point was 
that pauperism had increased. In Great 
Britain during the last thirty years, 
pauperism had fallen by one half; but in 
Ireland, during the same period it had 
doubled. In Ireland in 1864 there 
were 52 paupers to every 1,000 of the 
population, but in 1874 the figures had 
risen to 95 per 1,000, whilst in 1889 
they were 105 per 1,000. The pauper- 
ism in one country had fallen by one 
half and in the other country it had 
doubled. The figures with regard to 
lunacy also showed an increase. In 
1851 there was 1 lunatic to 1,500 
of the population ; in 1861, 1 to 800; 
in 1871, 1 to 550; in 1881, 1 to 529; 
and in 1891, 1 to 315. They must 
trace this growth of lunacy to the 
starvation to which he had already 
drawn attention, and to the miserable 
condition of living which the Govern- 
ment established in that country. Take 
the statistics relating to marriages, and 
they found that the proportion of people 
married in Ireland was now lower than 
in any other country in Europe. In 
1871 the proportion of people over 17 
years of age who were married was 47 
per cent. ; in 1881 45 per cent., and in 
1891 it had fallen to 42 per cent. He 
contended that this falling off was also 
attributable to the causes he had referred 
to. What did the Government propose 
to do with regard to this dreadful state of 
affairs? The Chief Secretary asked 
them to believe that he had at heart the 
good of the people of Ireland. He 
readily believed that, but in such a 
remark the right hon. Gentleman was 
not doing justice to Irish feeling on this 
question, or to his own intelligence. 
What was the principle upon which 
Constitutional Government rested in 
this country? The principle was that 
people were elected by the country to 
devise the laws under which the people 
lived. But the mischief in Ireland was 
that people were chosen by one country 
and put into power in another country, 
and then they produced the dreadful 
evils which he had described. Hon. 
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Gentlemen, however humane, _intelli- 
gent and well educated they might 
be, who represented great cities in 
England like Leeds, Newcastle, Bristol 
or Manchester would never work out 
the emancipation of Ireland. He would 
rather have the most unlettered man 
coming from Ireland itself, and be 
guided by his ideas, derived from inti- 
mate knowledge of the country, than by 
the ideas of gentlemen who were returned 
by the richest centres in this populous and 
prosperous country. What were the 
measures the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed? He told them that, so far as 
Home Rule was concerned, he was 
opposed in the strongest manner to any 
reopening of the question. The Unionist 
idea was that the same sort of Govern- 
ment that suited a rich and prosperous 
municipal community would also suit a 
poor, starved, and decaying agricultural 
country. The reason the expenses were 
growing in Ireland was because they were 
all along applying toa poor country the 
institutions properly adapted for a 
rich community, such as they had in 
Great Britain. The principle that a 
common system would do between the 
two islands would be found, when it 
came to be carefully examined into, to 
be a perfectly impossible principle upon 
which to proceed. He asked the Govern- 
ment to consider whether they must not 
take into account the reasonable proposal 
put forward under the name Home Rule. 
They (the Liberals) said they would 
establish a better union between the two 
countries if they gave one form of 
Government suitable to Great Britain, 
and another suitable to Ireland, and not 
force upon the one institutions which 
were only suited to the other. He hoped 
the last word had not been spoken by 
the Government on this point. When 
they came to inquire into this large 
question of poverty, they would find that 
doles, sops, Congested District Boards 
and light railways would never touch 
the grievances, and that they would 
have to do in Ireland what they did in 
this country, without compulsion, namely 
fit the burdens to the backs of those who 
had got to bear them, and frame out for 
Ireland a government and institutions 
suited to a poor, agricultural nation. 
*Sirm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said, that he should not speak speci- 
fically on either Amendment suggested, 
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or follow his hon. Colleague into points 
and figures of controversey, but he 
should rather seek the practical solu- 
tion, at any rate in part, of these old con- 
troversies. Except as regarded Home 
Rule there was a good deal in both of the 
Amendments before the House with which 
he sympathised and which he desired 
to see carried out. He agreed with the 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoken, that, 
although much time had of late years 
been devoted to the discussion of Irish 
subjects, and Bill after Bill had been 
proposed, there had been practically very 
little outcome, at any rate no outcome 
commensurate with the time expended. 
During the ten years he had been a 
Member of the House the history of Irish 
proposals had been a history of lost oppor- 
tunities—{ “Hear, hear!” |—and because he 
felt that that was so he rose now to recall 
attention to one incident in last night’s 
Debate which he thought promised to be 
practical, and which, if acted upon, might 
do more good than had been done in the 
past. He referred to the expression by 
the Chief Secretary, whose speech had 
been sympathetic and conciliatory, of 
the belief that an opportunity might be 
given, if there were a consensus of 
opinion, of re-enacting Clause 13 of the 
Land Act of 1891, for the purpose of 
enabling and facilitating the reinstate- 
ment of the evicted tenants. He hoped 
that that which promised something and 
probably much, and which might be 
the first step to a good deal more, would 
not be thoughtlessly or quickly rejected 
by Irish Members, but that those hon.Mem- 
bers would endeavour to co-operate both 
between themselves and with the Govern- 
ment in seeing what might now be done 
with the the evicted tenants in Ireland, 
and in providing at least a partial 
remedy for a social evil. No one 
could have read the proceedings and 
the Report of the Committee on Irish 
Land without feeling that there were 
large amendments necessary in relation to 
that question, for instance, in securing to 
the tenant freedom from being rented 
on his own improvements. He hoped, 
too, that what the Leader of the House 
had said to-day might be regarded as a 
hopeful sign that something would be 
done in respect to Irish municipal reform, 
which he himself had supported, and the 
rejection of which by the Lords he 
regretted, for the Leader of the House, 
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while feeling himself unable to introduce 
a Bill, almost asked or invited the 


hon. Member for Longford to do 
so. However much their conduct 
might be censured, however much, 


in some instances, they might have been 
misled, he. did not think anyone who 
had any acquaintance with their present 
position and unfortunate prospects could 
fail to have some sympathy for the evicted 
tenants of Ireland, or could fail to 
desire to mitigate their lot. The position 
of all political parties in reference to 
the evicted tenants question had under- 
gone veryimportant changes. At onetime 
it was proposed that the tenants should 
be restored to their holdings by compul- 
sion, and against this he had reluctantly 
voted out of consideration for the sitting 
tenant ; but the late Chief Secretary for 
Ireland thought it his duty to propose to 
the House that, instead of compulsion, 
voluntary arrangements shovid be en- 
couraged, and that funds for facilitating 
such arrangements should be provided ; 
and those proposals received support from 
all quarters of the House. He had him- 
self seen the evicted tenants on the 
Olphert and other estates, and they 
themselves saw the practical difficulty of 
compulsion, owing to the destruction of 
their houses and the loss of their stock, 
&ec., and they also saw the greater hope 
from co-operation between their land- 
lords and themselves and the State. The 
general sense of the House was opposed 
to an Autumn Session, but there wassome- 
thing hon. Members could do before they 
parted ; there was one wound in Ireland 
which they could heal to a large extent 
if all Parties would avail themselves of 
the suggestion thrown out by _ the 
Government, and would try to unite 
upon the obviously common ground 
of the re-enactment of Clause 13 
of the Act of 1891. His hon. Colleague 
in the representation of Islington had 
spoken of the poverty of Ireland. That 
poverty they all deeply regretted, but he 
thought that, although relatively Ireland 
might be a poor country, recently her 
position had been materially improved. 
His official connection with Savings’ 
Banks enabled him to know that the 
accumulations in Ireland had been large, 
and that the habits and feelings of the 
people had been growing more provident, 
which was a good sign. Generally 
speaking, it might safely be said the 
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position of Ireland at present was better 
and more hopeful than it had been. For 
such a condition of things he was pre- 
pared to give credit to the last Adminis- 
tration, as well as to the Conservative 
Party, for their previous industrial 
legislation, which was the great cause. 
But all that ought to be done had 
not yet been done. He thought 
Ireland might be much more prosperous 
under a more collective system of agricul- 
ture. The secret of the success of Den- 
mark was the great collective system 
adopted there, the dealing with the pro- 
duce of the country in a manner which 
would make it most valuable. One of the 
largest exporters of produce in Denmark 
had told him there was one country in 
the world whose rivalry Denmark feared, 
and that was Ireland. The reason why 
Ireland did not, in the opinion of his 
friend, make the agricultural and com- 
mercial progress she reasonably might 
was, that, instead of a _ collective 
spirit in the people, there was a 
jealous spirit ; instead of a united and 
co-operative spirit, there was a spirit of 
division in the country. He appealed to 
the various classes in Ireland to work 
more together in agriculture and in all 
other things, believing that if they did 
so Ireland would soon experience the 
blessings of peace and _ prosperity, 
and Great Britain the benefit of a more 


Majesty's Most 


united Kingdom. The Government 
had only to reenact the evicted 
tenants provisions of the Act of 


1891, which had obtained the sanction 
of the country, but which had been in 
operation too short a time to be of much 
service, and they would cure an evil 
which all deplored ; restore to their 
homes a large number of those unfor- 
tunate people, for whom, since he had 
seen them during his visit to Ireland, 
he felt the greatest sympathy; and, at 
the same time, they would have taken 
the first step towards that joint action 
and co-operative spirit which he believed 
to be essential to the revival of the 
industries of Ireland; which would 
effect much more, and effect it economi- 
cally even for England—for the pre- 
dominant partner had both an interest 
and a duty in helping the poorer partner, 
than by the reduction of industrial 
pursuits, by the depletion of the popula- 
lation through emigration (as distin- 
guished from migration) and similar 
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means; and which, if this new oppor- 
tunity were used, would be one more 
step towards pacification and hope of a 
real union of both hearts and interests. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) said, it was very refreshing, in the 
harassing strife of Party politics, to hear 
the speech of the hon. Member for South 
Islington, and he hoped some one from 
the Treasury Bench would get up and 
endorse those humane sentiments to 
which the hon. Member had given ex- 
pression. The hon. Member had visited 
the Olphert estate in Donegal. He had 
seen the evicted tenants of that estate, 
and hence the pity he had expressed for 
them in a speech which did him great 
credit. Indeed, everyone who had seen 
the homes of the evicted tenants and 
their wretched surroundings, forgot for 
the moment whether they were guilty or 
innocent ; he forgot all about political 
agitation, and his only thought was how 
he could relieve them. He might men- 
tion that some years ago he happened to 
beseated on the Opposition Benches beside 
a Conservative Member—a gentleman to 
whom he had never spoken before—and 
they talked about the miseries of the 
evicted tenants ; and that gentleman, 
though he voted against a Motion sub- 
sequently made on behalf of those 
tenants, came up to him in the Lobby, 
and said, “The sufferings you described 
are terrible” ; and, taking out his cheque- 
book, he gave him £100 towards a fund 
for the relief of those poor people. Again, 
one of the most remarkable things in the 
last Parliament was the sympathetic and 
striking speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bodmin (Mr. 
Courtney), who, though utterly op- 
posed to the Irish Party on questions of 
State policy, eloquently urged the House 
in that speech to do something, in the in- 
terest of humanity, for theevicted tenants. 
Those who saw the evicted tenants and 
their wretched surroundings could never 
be the same people again. The First Lord 
of the Treasury knew he had been often 
opposed to him. The right hon. Gentle- 
man knew, too, that perhaps once or 
twice he had encountered him in Ireland 
almost beyond the bounds of courtesy ; 
but he should say that since the right 
hon. Gentleman visited the congested 
districts a complete change had come 
over the spirit of his dream, and he had 
shown himself to be capable of treating 
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the unhappy people of those districts 
most sympathetically. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman, still remembering 
the sights he saw during that tour would 
do something even in the present short 
session to relieve somewhat the great 
mass of suffering that existed amongst 
the evicted tenants. The right hon. 
Gentleman very truly said, in a recent 
speech, that the great cause of the dis- 
turbed condition of things in Ireland 
was the poverty of the people. The 
right hon. Gentleman had seen that 
poverty ; but it was vain to know the 
evil without knowing also the cause, and 
he thought that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man looked at some of the old Irish 
statutes, which he could point out to 
him—laws made purposely to destroy 
Irish trade—he would see that those 
poverty-stricken people, however mis- 
taken some of their actions might be, 
inherited their misfortunes from the 
misconduct of ages past. He hoped, now 
that the right hon. Gentleman had the 
power, he would, in the interest of 
humanity, enable the Irish Members to 
co-operate with him in the development 
of the resources of the country. The 
right hon. Gentleman would not mis- 
understand them, nor would they mis- 
understand him, when they assured him 
that while they would stick through 
thick and thin to the cause of Home 
Rule, they would do everything to 
facilitate any effort he might make to 
ameliorate the wants of the people of 
Ireland. The speech of the Chief 
Secretary last night was a kindly and 
sympathetic speech, having regard to the 
difficulties of his position and the fact 
that he must necessarily be in opposition 
to the overwhelming mass of the Irish 
people. Could not the right hon. Gen- 
tleman follow up that speech by bringing 
in a non-contentious measure which 
could be passed in a short time, and which 
would deal even in a provisional form 
with some of the evils of the land 
system which were most glaring at the 
present time? If there was any opposi- 
tion to such a measure it would not come 
from the Irish Benches; he was afraid 
it would come from the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s own household. It was admitted 
that the rents were excessive and that 
the people were rackrented on their 
own improvements. There was no con- 
troversy about that. He was very much 
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surprised that the hon. Gentleman 
the Under-Secretary of the Local 


Government Board (Mr. T. W. Russell) 
was not present at the Debate in order 
to give the House some reason for the 
great hope that was in him that this 
Government was going to be a land- 
reforming Government. But they knew 
from recent speeches of the hon. Member 
what his views were on the land question. 
On the 31st of May last, while the late 
Government was in power, the hon. 
Gentleman attended a land conference, 
composed entirely of Unionists, at 
Belfast. At that conference a very 
remarkable resolution was passed. It 
declared that the Amendments to the 
Land Bill of Mr. John Morley, which 
were put on the paper by seven Members, 
whose names were set forth, were hostile 
to the spirit of the Bill. Those seven 
gentlemen were thick and thin supporters 
of the Chief Secretary, ant several of 
them were now Ministers in the Govern- 
ment. He therefore asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to bring pressure to 
bear on those gentlemen, and, in any 
case, not to allow their views to thwart 
him in his desire to do immediate justice 
to Irish tenants. The Under Secretary 
for the Local Government Board, in his 
speech at the conference, declared that if 
the Amendments referred to were passed 
they would practically amend the Bill 
out of existence. It was said that 
before the hon. Gentleman agreed to 
enter the Government he had a long 
conversation with Lord Salisbury. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone was 
reported in the newspapers to have stated 
to his constituents during the Election 
that he was authorised to declare that 
the Government were prepared to bring 
in a Land Bill. Well, there need be no 
difficulty. The Amendments could be 
arranged among the legal gentlemen in 
10 or 15 minutes, and he asked that 
a week or so should be taken for pass- 
ing such a Bill. In_ the speech to 
which he had just referred, the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone described his 
own work in getting the Land Act Com- 
mittee appointed, and how he sat right 
through the deliberations of the Com- 
mittee and took part in the Report when 
his Unionist colleagues withdrew. Then 
the hon. Member gave a description of 
his interview with Lord Salisbury, and 
the conditions which he made before he 
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accepted Office. Before the hon. Member 
took Office, he said he put this question 
to Lord Salisbury— 


‘*Tf I am to go to Ulster as a candidate in 
support of the Government, what am I to say on 
the Land Question ?”’ 


He said that he was promised legislation 
giving complete protection to the tenants’ 
improvements—insuring that they would 
not be confiscated by one process or 
another—and enacting the noncon- 
tentious provisions of Mr. Morley’s Bill. 
Why not bring forward those provisions ? 
Why not pass the clause which would 
sweep away the decision in Adams 
v. Dunseath? He asked the hon. 
Member, Would he repeat from the 
Treasury Bench what he said to his 
constitueuts as to Lord Salisbury being 
pledged up to the hilt, after consultation 
with him, to give him his own conditions 
as to tenants’ improvements and an 
amended Land Act? Would he use 
his position as a Minister to put pressure 
on his colleagues not to improve or 
amend such legislation out of existence ? 
The Chief Secretary had stated. that 
many of the differences in Ireland owed 
their great acerbity to religious causes. 
He differed altogether from that state- 
ment. Anything bordering on religious 
dissension in Ireland was an exotic. It 
was not in the heart of the people to 
feel religious jealousies towards each 
other, or to foment them. The policy at 
one time was openly avowed in Ireland 
of sowing dissension between Protestant 
and Roman Catholic in order that both 
might be ridden over rough-shod. For- 
merly Lords Lieutenant and Chief 
Secretaries were mere figureheads. 
Ireland was ruled by ecclesiastics—-by 
resident magistrates in lawn sleeves. A 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland once wrote 
that he was much afraid that men in the 
Irish Parliament no longer called them- 
selves the Court Party and the Country 
Party, but called themselves Whigs and 
Tories ; and so that all religious distinc- 
tions were gradually being destroyed. 
If the Irish were only left alone, 
religious differenc®s would not be heard 
of. He could assure the Chief Secretary 
that though he himself differed from the 
vast number of his countrymen in reli- 
gion, he had never had any more difficulty 
in getting to their hearts than if he had 
worshipped with them at the same altar. 
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The Chief Secretary said that the prin- 
ciples of his Administration would be the 
principles of the Government of 1886 to 
1891. He did not believe that the right 
hon. Gentleman would carry those prin- 
ciples into operation. He did not believe 
that the temper and tone of the people, 
or of the First Lord of the Treasury 
himself, would permit him to do it. It 
would be better if the Chief Secretary 
occupied that position in the Cabinet 
which had been accorded to the office for 
the last 10 or 15 years. There would be 
much difficulty now in getting answers 
to questions, and in criticising Irish Ad- 
ministration. The Lord Lieutenant’s 
salary was not upon the Estimates, but 
upon the Consolidated Fund, and his 
action, as the representative of the Sove- 
reign ought to be above criticism. He 
and his friends faced the enormous ma- 
jority against them with very light hearts. 
They were all of one opinion in Ireland, 
and were all determined to work for the 
good of the country. They all believed 
that Home Rule was assured ; they had 
no fear at all about it. He hoped that 
during the years in which the present 
Government held office they would en- 
deavour to make Ireland peaceful and 
prosperous, and the Irish Members would 
help the Government in that attempt, 
and would then attempt to get their own 
terms. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) said, that though he did not 
doubt the sincerity of the Government’s 
assurances in regard to Ireland, he 
thought on the previous evening that it 
would be difficult to reconcile all the 
different views of Members of the 
Government in regard to Irish land. 
The House knew the views of the hon. 
Member for South Antrim, who was 
now Secretary to the Admiralty; and 
they knew the views of the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, who was now Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade ; and they knew that their views 
were diametrically opposed on many 
important questions connected with the 
land system in Ireland. He feared also 
that the speech of the Chief Secretary 
did not enlighten the House as to the 
character of the legislative proposals to 
be introduced next Session. When he 
thought of the difference of views of 
Members of the Government, he was 
reminded of a speech made by the right 
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hon. Member for West Birmingham 
in his Radical days, in which he alluded 
to the Tory Party as a heterogeneous 
faction, uniting their discordant voices 
to maintain themselves in place, privi- 
lege, and power. But he was glad that 
a different note was struck by the Chief 
Secretary in his speech, when the right 
hon. Gentleman stated that the Govern- 
ment were prepared to pass uncontro- 
versial measures connected with the land 
question in Ireland even during the 
present Session. He wished to join 
in the appeal made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Islington (Sir Albert Rollit) 
that, at any rate, such legislation 
should be introduced this Session as 
would deal with uncontroversial points 
in the Irish land question. There 
was a much greater probability of 
land legislation passing through the 
House if the Government themselves 
introduced bills dealing with the subjects 
which had been mentioned. He there- 
fore, appealed to them to go as far as 
they could, in removing what they them- 
selves admitted to be an injustice in 
connection with the land system in 
Ireland. The assent of the Government 
to Mr. Morley’s Bill was an admission 
that they recognised the injustice at 
present existing in Ireland, and they 
also recognised that there was still an 
open sore in connection with the evicted 
tenants’ question. Every historian who 
had been in sympathy with the aspira- 
tions of the Irish people had referred to 
the fact that the great cause of Irish 
crime in the past was traceable to bad 
and one-sided land legislation. Many of 
the evils connected with the land system 
had been remedied, but injustice still 
prevailed. The hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for South Islington stated that the 
history of legislation connected with 
Treland, had been a history of lost 
opportunities. Knowing that crime had 
broken out in the past, as the result of 
Governments refusing to redress griev- 
ances, the Government would be under- 
taking a great responsibility if they 
refused to take this opportunity of 
redressing grievances the existence of 
which they had acknowledged. The 
Chief Secretary had referred to certain 
proposals which the Government intended 
to introduce to promote the industrial 
prosperity of Ireland. Members on the 
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opposition side were glad to hear that sym- 
pathetic expression, but unhappily they 
did not know what the proposals of the 
Government were likely to be. He believed 
it would be impossible by the adoption 
of an attitude of inflexible hostility to 
Irish self-government to remove all the 
grevances from which the Irish people 
suffered, while it would be impossible for 
the Irish Government to promote at the 
same time the industrial welfare of that 
country. He protested against the state. 
ment made by the hon. Member for the 
Harbour Division of Dublin (Mr. 
Harrington) who sought to convey to the 
House that the Liberal Party in the 
country had not been true to Home 
Rule, that they had dropped Home Rule, 
or “run away” from Home Rule. 
[‘‘Hear, hear!” and a voice : “ Lord 
Rosebery’s speech.”] It was-the absence 
of support from the hon. Members for 
Ireland which prevented the Government 
from selecting their own time to appeal 
to the country, and probably with much 
better effect in the interest of the Home 
Rule cause. Personally, he placed in the 
forefront of his election address the cause of 
Home Rule. Lord Rosebery had recently, 
no doubt, dwelt on the necessity of the 
Liberal Party dealing with the constitu- 
tion of the House of Lords in preference 
to Home Rule ; and hon. Members knew 
very well that they could not get Home 
Rule until there had been an alteration 
in the constitution of that House. Mr. 
John Morley, speaking to the electors of 
Newcastle on July 12, said, that 


“the Irish question would remain what it was 
now—the most important question that English- 
men had to consider.”’ 


At the outset of the election campaign 
in Newcastle the right hon. Gentleman 
also said, that 


“above all, I make my most direct and most 
important appeal in favour of the better govern- 
ment of Ireland.” 


Mr. Morley did not lose his seat 
on account of his views with regard 
to Home Rule, and:hon. Members at 
least ought to recognise that the right 
hon. Gentleman had been true to the 
Irish cause ; and in this he believed that 
the late Chief Secretary only reflected 
the views of the large majority of the 
Liberal Party in the country. The 
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Liberal Party was prepared to adopt as 
inflexible and as unchanging an attitude 
in support of the cause of Home Rule 
as it was stated the Conservative Party 
were prepared to adopt in resisting it; 
and until Home Rule was conceded no 
Government of Ireland could give con- 
tentment to the Irish People, and remove 
the disaffection which existed in that 
poor country. 

Mr. WILLIAM FIELD (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) said, the hon. Member had stated 
that the issue presented at the late Elec- 
tion was that of Home Rule. He denied 
that this was the case. As an Irish 
Home Ruler, he said that the majority 
of Unionists who had been returned 
were not opposed by the Liberals as 
Home Rulers. There was the question 
of local veto, the abolition of the veto of 
the House of Lords, the items of the 
Newcastle Programme, and other issues 
placed before the electors, and he, as an 
independent Home Ruler, denied, from 
knowledge which he possessed, that the 
Liberals contested the Elections on the 
question of Home Rule. There were one 
or two exceptions no doubt, such as Mr. 
Morley ; but those exceptions were being 
brought forward to prove the rule, and 
to this policy he objected. If the 
Liberals had taken the advice of the 
Irish Nationalists, and had appealed to 
the electors after the Home Rule Bill 
was thrown out of the House of Lords, 
they would not have come back to 
Parliament to-day the miserable remnant 
of what was once a great Party. The 
Liberals were indeed unrecognised by 
the majority of the electors of Great 
Britain, because they had no leader, no 
political programme, except one of 
shreds and patches, scattered over the 
political geography of the country ; and 
yet they heard hon. Gentlemen like the 
last speaker coming forward and lecturing 
the Irish Members about being un- 
faithful to the Home Rule cause. To 
the Unionist Party, on the other hand, 
he said that he did not recognise their 
increased majority as a presage of the 
diminution of the Home Rule cause. 
Many hon. Gentlemen opposite were not 
elected because of their opposition to 
Home Rule, but because of their promises 
of all kinds of reforms to the electors. 
For example, one of the favourite war- 
cries of the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham was old-age pensions for the 
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poor. What had become of that cry ? 
It was not mentioned in the Queen’s 
Speech. He understood also that many 
Tories promised they would find a remedy 
for the unemployed. Why was it that 
there was nothing about this question in 
the Queen’s Speech? It appeared indeed 
that the political panaceas preached to 
the electors before the General Election 
had now disappeared from the political 
programme of the Government, with the 
result that they were confronted by a 
large majority which they were asked to 
take as a sign that the question of Home 
Rule had disappeared from practical 
politics. This, however, was not the 
case. Though the Irish Members were 
divided on various questions, Ireland 
had returned an increased Home Rule 
majority, and they were solid at least 
on the Home Rule doctrine. Unless a 
Land Bill was introduced, and particu- 
larly an Evicted Tenants Bill, the Govern- 
ment would be pursuing an unwise policy. 
He rose mainly in order to correct an 
omission of the Member for Waterford. 
They had directed most of their attention 
to the question of the land tenants. He 
had received 40 petitions from various 
towns in Ireland, representing that 
tenants’ improvements in towns were not 
secure owing to the action of the ground 
landlords, a grievance which was felt in 
England and Scotland, as well as in 
Ireland. They wanted badly a town 
tenants’ Bill, and he trusted the Govern- 
ment would take this matter into their 
consideration, for he claimed that the 
question was one of equal importance 
with that relating to agricultural 
holdings. As to the education question, 
it had not received that attention which 
it deserved, and in his own district of 
Blackrock a real grievance had arisen 
under the Compulsory Education Act. 
Next, as to Irish railways. The pre- 
ferential rates for foreign products ought 
to be abolished, and the Irish railways 
ought to be taken over by the State and 
nationalised. Until that was done they 
could hive no prosperity. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said, 
the condition of that House after a 
General Election contrasted strangely 
with the large programme put forward 
by the Government. It reminded him 
of a booth in a country fair. Outside 
there were pictures of the lions and 
tigers prancing about, and jugglers were 
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doing extraordinary things, but when they 
went inside the public found that it was 
all a fraud. [Zaughter.| Now that they 
were all inside some of them were dis- 
posed to take things with the greatest 
equanimity. They had heard from the 
new Chief Secretary, whose ability they 
all recognised, the programme of his 
policy with regard to Ireland. He did 
not himself think it was a very attractive 
programme from his point of view, but 
no doubt the Chief Secretary put it 
forward conscientiously. What he 
wished immediately to address himself to 
was the excuses which were given for 
not dealing immediately with the land 
question. The present Government, he 
admitted, had been formed under very 
unusual and painful circumstances, but 
they had now the Unionist lion lying 
down with the Tory lamb. They had, 
therefore, a great advantage in dealing 
with the Irish land question, but 
he admitted the Government contained 
two members who had been on the 
Select Committee on the Land Act. One 
of these gentlemen was entirely opposed 
to any dealing with the Irish land 
question. That was the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Guildford (Mr. Bro- 
drick), and he sat with the minority. 
The other was that revolutionary land 
reformer the Member for South Tyrone 
—|[Laughter|—who voted with the Land 
League all the time of the Committee. 
Therefore there was considerable—and 
necessarily—difficulty in reconciling the 
Member for the landlords of Ireland and 
the Member who was in sympathy with 
the Land League programme in the 
Unionist Government. He therefore 
sympathised to a certain extent with the 
position of the Government in desiring a 
little further time for the arrangement 
of the views of the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, the hon. Member for 
Guildford, and also the hon. Member 
for Antrim, who was also on the Com- 
mittee, and who were now all in the 
Government ; and if the Government 
had put their difficulties on that ground 
he should have found no reason to com- 
plain. But that was not the course the 
Government had taken. What had they 
done? Now he wished to ask the atten- 
tion of the House to one of the gravest 
interferences with the judicial body in 
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Ireland that had yet taken place. No 
doubt there was a quasi precedent on 
the Bill of 1887, but the position of the 
right hon. Gentleman (Mr. A. J. Balfour) 
then was defensible. The present Chief 
Secretary excused himself from dealing 
with the land question this Session by 
producing—what? The opinion he gave 
was not that of the Attorney-General, 
and it was certainly not that of the 
Solicitor-General, for he still reposed on 
the Liberal Benches—[A laugh]— but he 
produced the opinion of no less a person 
than a Judge of the land. And what 
did the Judge of the land undertake to 
do—and, with all respect to Mr. Justice 
Bewley, he had been betrayed by Her 
Majesty’s advisers into the falsest posi- 
tion ever occupied by a Judge. In his 
opinion the Government had adopted a 
course which would taint every action 
they took in the eyes of the farmers of 
Ireland, and render the position of the 
Land Commission still more distrusted 
than it was at the present moment. He 
called the attention of the House to this 
statement, and he said that if it were 
made with regard to an English Judge the 
Government which induced it to be 
made would be impeached and a motion 
made for the Judge’s removal in at least 
one of the Houses. What was the 
undertaking which the Government gave 
for not dealing with the question in the 
present Session? That the Judge, in 
order to suit the exigencies of the Party 
programme, would defer judgment on 
the cases which might come before him. 
He should read the shocking statement. 
[Laughter.| “I have consulted with 
Mr. Justice Bewley.” What business 
had he to consult Mr. Justice Bewley ?” 
[“Hear, hear!”] Had not the right hon. 
Gentleman his Attorney-General to 
consult? Why had he selected this one 
member of the Land Commission? Mr. 
Murrough O’Brien held the same status. 
Why was he not consulted? The right 
hon. Gentleman said :—‘“TI haveconsulted 
with Mr. Justice Bewley and _ his 
colleagues on the Land Commission.” 
‘paywie gees cheers and laughter.| Yes; 

e had pressed the right hon. Gentleman 
for a copy of the reply to his letter in 
order to see by whom the reply was 
signed, but his request had been refused. 
Let the right hon. Gentleman say at 
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once who the signatories were. The 
right hon. Gentleman went on to say— 


‘And I am assured by them that whether a 
Land Bill was brought in early next year or not 
the decisions in the applications to refix judicial 
rents would not be given until the end of March 
at the very earliest.’’ 


Thus, Mr. Justice Bewley proposed to 
defer giving decisions until] next March. 
The right hon. Gentleman also said— 


“ Mr. Justice Bewley believes that if the pro- 
visions of the Land Bill were such as to effect 
the decisions in connection with those applica- 
tions, it would be easy and proper for the Land 
Commission to instruct sub-commissioners to 
defer judgment until the Bill was passed.” 


This Bill, let the House bear in mind, 
was not yet introduced, and the Govern- 


ment had refused to reveal its contents. | [ 


Did the Judge, when applications were 
made to him to apply the law, propose to 
dismiss suitors, saying, “There is a Bill 
before the House of Commons——” 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. and learned Member is now attack- 
ing Mr. Justice Bewley in respect of his 
conduct in Court. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: No, Sir. That 
was not my intention. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I [understood the 
hon. and learned Member to suggest 
that what the Judge proposed to do was 
to act in an improper way with reference 
to suitors in his Court. [“ Hear, hear ! ”] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : That, Sir, was 
not my intention. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The words used by 
the hon. Member certainly conveyed 
that meaning. [Cheers. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY explained that 
the circumstances to which he had ad- 
verted had not arisen; the Bill had not 
yet been introduced, and therefore the 
learned Judge was quite free from any 
censure in respect of what might happen 
in March, 1896. That the Government, 
in order to excuse their dalay in propos- 
ing legislation, should have gone to this 
learned Judge and asked his views in 
this way, was appalling conduct. [A 
laugh.| Every Irish grievance, he knew, 
was thought only worthy of English 
guffaws. The Government, for the 
merest party purpose, went to a Judge of 
the land and said, “If we do not intro- 
duce legislation this year what will you 
undertake to do?” and the learned Judge 
undertook, with respect to the tens of 
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thousands of applications which might 
come before him on the subject of rent, 
which, they all knew, lay at the root of 
all Irish disturbance and distress—he 
undertook to postpone his decisions as a 
lawyer and Judge in order to meet the 
convenience of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has no right to say that a 
Judge will do something which it would 
be improper for him as a Judge to do. 
[ Cheers. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then I will 

confine myself strictly to Mr. Justice 
Bewley’s own words. I will read again 
his undertaking to the Government, and 
by his statement as to what he will do 
as a Judge, I will leave the matter. 
‘“ Hear, hear !” 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is now acting in direct opposition to my 
ruling. [Cheers.] He is proposing to 
read a passage, and he is putting an 
interpretation upon it which is dis- 
honouring to the learned Judge, and 
which cannot be allowed. [Cheers.] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that in 
that case he must leave Mr. Justice 
Bewley’s statement uninterpreted. But 
who were the Sub-Commissioners referred 
to in it? New Sub-Commissioners would 
be the day labourers of the Government, 
because they were to hold office only for 
one year, and these removable journey- 
men were the gentlemen who were to 
fix rents under the scheme of the 
Government. Why did not the Attorney- 
General, when he was wooing North 
Derry, tell the farmers that their appli- 
cations in respect of rent were to be 
postponed for some time, and that the 
Government would induce an official to 
defer his judgments until the March 
gale should have become due? Why 
did Mr. Justice Bewley mention the 
month of March? Did this not seem to 
disclose an extraordinary acquaintance 
with the processes of that House and 
its methods of legislation? Had the 
Government given an undertaking to 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone that 
the cause of the forlorn Irish peasant 
should have precedence of old-age pen- 
sions—{ Lauyhter|—and of those other 
booms which were dangled before the 
eyes of the British electors? Was 
March to see the realisation of Irish 
hopes? If so, when was the House of 
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Commons to meet again? Probably, 
afier the fatigues of August and Sep- 
tember and October, the Government 
would not desire to meet early in Feb- 
ruary ; they had such a long programme 
of legislation to arrange. [Laughter.] 
But what would Mr. Justice Bewley 
say? [Laughter.| He would have in- 


structed his Sub-Commissioners in the! 
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teeth of Magna Charta, which said that | 


“justice is neither to be denied nor 
delayed . 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The| 


hon. and learned Member is now using 
language which is directly contrary to the 
ruling which I have laid down. [Cheers.] 
He is attacking Mr. Justice Bewley in 


his judicial capacity, and assigning 
motives for his conduct.  [‘ Hear, 
hear ! ”] 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that he 
should he very sorry to transgress any 
ruling from the Chair, but he hoped that 
some latitude might be allowed him, 
having regard to the difficulty of dealing 
with Mr. Justice Bewley’s proposal. 
He took his stand upon Magna Charta— 
[Laughter|—which he believed still re- 
mained upon the Statute Book. It was 
proposed to repeal it some four years ago 
by the Statute Law Revision Act, but it 
still stood on the Statute Book in the 
ancient words, that “‘ Justice is neither to 
be denied nor delayed to any man.” 
He asked accordingly whether, in the 
case of this most pressing Irish grievance, 
it was proposed by the Government, for 
he should now throw all the blame on 
Her Majesty’s Government, to delay 
justice and right to the Irish tenants. 
He asked for some better explanation 
than that which had been given, and he 
called the attention of the House and of 
the Irish farmers to the conduct of the 
Government when dealing with the 
Trish Land Question in 1887. The 
Government which approached Mr. 
Justice Bewley in the difficulties of their 
legislation in 1895, were not ashamed, in 
the year 1887, in the difficulties of their 
legislation to approach the then Land 
Commissioners. They had then got their 
present Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, who 
had signalised his entrance to Ireland by 
moving the rejection of the Municipal 
Franchise Bill in the House of Lords, 
—they got that apostle of similarity 
and simultaneity to work in 1887 upon 
the Land Bill of that year, and the 
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question of the revision of judicial rents 
being then, as it was now, a question of 
cardinal importance, and the House 
having sent up to the House of Lords a 
provision whereby yield as well as 
prices was to be taken into account, 
in order to please their landlord 
allies, they got Lord Cadogan to 
introduce words giving away the whole 
case for the Irish farmer and making 
the case of the Irish landlord. The 


Bill with the changed words in it 





came down again to the House of 
Commons. The present First Lord of 
the Treasury was then Irish Secretary, 
and he had to defend the House of 
Lords, against whom? Against the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, who had de- 
clared that the House of Lords had done 
the blackest day’s work in the: Amend- 
ment they had made. The hon. Mem- 
ber said he had 365 Unionist engage- 
ments in the following year and he 
would cancel everyone of them. The 
First Lord was then in a great difficulty, 
but like many other clever artists he had 
a card up his sleeve. It was not the 
fault of the Government, it was not the 
fault of the House of Lords, it was 
nobody’s fault. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that Parliament by this clause 
had handed over to three gentlemen in 
Dublin the settlement of agricultural 
incomes. They were practically a 
triumvirate of dictators. It was not 
surprising, therefore, that the three 
gentlemen—there were five now, by the 
way—should shrink from a responsi- 
bility so prodigious and unexampled— 
for which they got £3,000 a year— 
which had never been placed on any 
tribunal in the world, and that they 
should ask Parliament to put, in the 
clearest and most unmistakable form, 
the exact intention which animated the 
Legislature in passing the clause. The 
Commissioners accordingly had com- 
municated their views on this point to 
the Government. What kind Com- 
missioners! How nice of them to come 
down to the assistance of Her Majesty’s 
Government against the assault of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone! What 
was the communication? The Commis- 
sioners said that, considering the enormous 
responsibility thrown on the Court by 
the proposal with regard to the 
revision of judicial rents, they were 
of opinion that some precise guide 
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should be given under the Act of Parlia- 
ment. The First Lord applauded the 
course the Land Commissioners took. 
Did he equally approve of the present 
proposal of the Land Commissioners ? 
If these Gentlemen had signed the 
document which the Irish Secretary had 
refused to lay on the Table, although his 
predecessor did accept a Motion to lay 
the former document on the Table—if 
the right hon Gentleman was able to pro- 
duce the five names signed to that letter, 
as his predecessor was able to produce 
the names of the full Land Commission 
in 1887, no doubt it would be a still 
more instructive performance. But the 
course of the Government had been to 
make a selection of the Commissioners 
whom they consulted ; and he did not 
hesitate to say that this incident, taking 
it as a whole, was the most painful and 
most suspicious of anything he had 
known in the relations of the Govern- 
ment to the Executive in Ireland. And 
there was this distinction to be drawn 
between the action of the Executive and 
the Land Commission in 1887, and the 
action of both in 1895. The fixing of 
rents under the clause then under 
discussion was not a judicial Act at all. 
It was a mechanical and administrative 
act which they determined upon, not 
after hearing the parties—they simply 
got up a number of market reports, and 
in their Chamber set the seal of the Land 
Commission to a dovument which was 
published in the Dublin Gazette. By 
the publication of that Order, the rela- 
tions of the parties were mechanically 
determined. The late Mr. Justice 
O’Hagan and the Judges who, with him 
sent in that memorandum to Parlia- 
ment in 1887, were giving no guarantee 
as to what they would do in any issue 
that might come before them in their 
Court. They were only asking, in 
regard to a complicated Statute, that 
their position should be made clear. 
The undertaking, as he understood it, 
was one made in regard to questions 
which must be fought out before the 
tribunal. Accordingly, he maintained 
there was a profound distinction between 
the action of the Executive of 1887 and 
the action of the Government of to-day. 
Passing from that subject, he asked the 
Government: whether they imagined that 
the exposure of the relations between 
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the incoming Executive and the judiciary 
would be calculated to increase confidence 
in Ireland in their own action or to 
increase the confidence of suitors in the 
action of the tribunal which had to pro- 
nounce on these matters. In this stage 
of its career the Unionist Government 
had committed a profound blunder, 
which was bound to have far-reaching 
consequences, both in administration and 
in the confidence of the people in the 
land tribunal. Last night it was de- 
clared that the conduct of the Govern- 
ment would be animated by a desire to 
hold thescales evenly between the various 
sections of the Irish people. It was an 
extraordinary commentary on that de- 
claration to hear the answers just given 
to questions relating to tle attack on the 
son of a tenant. This Government, 
which had undertaken to hold the scales 
evenly, allowed its policemen to stand 
with their arms folded and permit Lord 
Clanricarde’s agent and bailiffs to wound 
and maim this unfortunate man for 
doing what it was maintained the tenant 
had every right to do— namely, asserting 
his right to the lands in question. This 
was the first object-lesson they had had 
in the holding of the scales evenly by 
Her Majesty's Government between the 
various sections of the community. The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland said the evils 
of Ireland arose from deep-seated differ- 
ences of religious and political sentiment. 
In three-fourths of Ireland, except a few 
landlords and their hangers-on about the 
rent offices and the petty sessions courts, 
and leaving out the towns, where no 
doubt there were respectable minorities, 
the people of Ireland were all of one way 
of thinking, as was testified by the results 
of General Elections. Even where 
Nationalists were keenly divided among 
themselves, Conservatives had no chance. 
What was the good of talking about 
deep-seated religious differences, when 
three-fourths of the people were Catholics 
and the Protestants were mainly in one 
corner of the island, where they could 
live in peace without suffering from any 
interference, just as the Catholic three- 
fourths could live in peace unaffected by 
the Protestants? Lord Salisbury knew 
better than to talk of these religious 
differences, because in a famous compari- 
son he made as to the causes of misery in 
Treland, he looked at Belgium, France, 
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and Italy, and recognised that, although 
the people of those countries were Catho- 
lies, they were prosperous and contented. 
{* Hear, hear!”] Before his Lordship 
adopted the Hottentot theory—{laughter } 
—he set aside altogether these deep- 
seated religious differences. You might 
go from one end of Ireland to the other, 
and, except in the churches, you would 
not hear about these religious differences. 
Catholics troubled very little about 
Protestants, and were delighted to 
let them take their own road _ to 
Heaven. Let the Irish Chief Secre- 
tary, at the outset of his career, 
peruse all the maiden speeches of pre- 
vious Irish Secretaries since the Union. 
In them he would find a remarkable 
sameness, and one ray of hope to hold 
out to himself and to the Party who were 
cheering him, and that was that his 
predecessors looked to the efflux of time 
to heal those differences. Indeed, that 
efflux of time had been looked to ever 
since the days of Henry II. It reminded 
him of the story of the carman, who was 
asked by a tourist whether the rebels did 
not take a certain town in 1641, and, 
having replied in the affirmative, added, 
“They have got it still.” [Laughter.] 
So much for the efflux of time in dealing 
with the Irish people. The Government 
boasted of their majority ; and he looked 
across at it without any feeling of awe. 
[Laughter.| It represented the fluctua- 
ting spasms of English Parties, while 
Irish Members represented the perma- 
nent forces of Irish nationality. [ Cheers. | 
Time would dissipate that majority, and 
it would crumble away as other majori- 
ties had done ; but the eternal question 
of Ireland would remain, and by what 
clock would they regulate the pulsations 
of a national passion? It had continued 
through these mists of time and the 
varying fortunes of political parties ; and 
now, forsooth, it was .to be brought to a 
dead stop against a blank wall of British 
Tories. No, they would be defeated as 
their predecessors had been; and, if 
present attacks failed, the unaccom- 
plished task would be passed on to be 
completed by worthier hands. [Cheers.] 

*THoe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Derry, N.) 
claimed the indulgence of the House 
while he endeavoured to reply to 
portions of the impassioned speech 


Mr. T, M. Healy. 
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they had just heard. He occupied a 
position of embarrassment in addressing 
the House for the first time, and doing 
so from the Treasury Bench. The best 
answer he could give to the hon. and 
learned Member was to state the facts 
as to the practice of the Land Commis- 
sion, because a further acquaintance 
with the facts would show the House 
that all the iniquities with which the 
hon. and learned Members had charged 
the Government, and, indeed, almost 
charged the Judge who presided over 
the Land Commission, were imagi- 
nary, and existed nowhere but in 
the—on this question—heated imagi- 
nation of the hon. and learned Member. 
Now he desired to explain that under 
the Land Act of 1881 the judicial term 
in 36,000 cases where rents were fixed 
would end in the monthsofSept2mber and 
November 1896. It was competent for 
any tenant whose judicial term was about 
to terminate at these periods to serve 
notice, within the 12 months preceding, 
to have his rent refixed. But when re- 
fixed it would not begin to run until after 
the termination of the judicial term. 
Anything that took place before the 
period of its termination could not 
in any way alter the liability under 
which the tenant was to pay the 
rent that had been fixed in 1881. 
Now what was the proposal of the 
Government? They requested Mr. 
Justice Bewley and his colleagues to 
inform them what administrative arrange- 
ment could be made by which, in the 
event of tenants serving notice to have 
their rents refixed, they might not be 
deprived of the benefit of any legislation 
that might be passed by the House in 
the coming Session. This was conceived 
altogether in the interest of the tenant. 
(Cheers.) It might be supposed, from 
the remarks of the hon. Member for 
Louth, that there was some dark design 
on the part of the Government to tamper 
with justice and interfere with Mr. 
Justice Bewley and the Sub-Commis- 
sioners under him in the judicial deter- 
mination of the matters that were to 
come before them. Nothing could be 
more absolutely the reverse of the fact. 
The Government did not attempt to 
interfere with the decision of Mr. 
Justice Bewley or the Sub-Commis- 
sioners. If they had done so they might 
have deserved the censure of the hon. 
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Member. All the Government asked 
Mr. Justice Bewley was this— 


“Suppose the tenants come into Court and 
you hear their cases, and the investigation is 
terminated, and then an Act of Parliament is 

before the end of 1896, is there no course 
you can adopt before you deliver your decision 
whereby they will not be deprived of the benefits 
of the statute ?”’ 


Mr. Justice Bewley answered, 


“Yes, there is. If all came in—36,000 at 
once—they would get no advantage by having 
the decision announced before the spring of 
1897. Therefore we can simpl tpone our 
final conclusion until the latter end of 18 6, 
and if, in the meantime, some statute is passed 
conferring benefits upon them, we can reconsider 
our decision in order to:give them the full ad- 
vantage of it.” 


Mr, T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the Attorney-General for Ireland suggest- 
ed that if in the existing state of the law 
the landlord was entitled to judgment on 
April 1 Mr. Justice Bewley would deny 
the landlord his rights, because this 
House might pass a statute which would 
give the tenant rights on November 1. 


*THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND said he did not admit the 
hon. Member’s description at all. He 
contended that it was not denying a 
right to postpone a decision. No litigant 
had a right to an immediate decision, and 
especially when an immediate decision, 
if he got it, could not affect the status 
or liability of the tenant. No tenant 
would be in the slightest degree benefited 
by having his case decided and a decision 
announced in March, 1896, rather than 
in November, 1896. He thought that 
really answered in a great degree [Jrish 
Laughter and Ministerial Gheors the 
remarks of the hon. Member. The hon. 
and learned Member was himself aware 
that the Land Commission was not only 
a judicial but an administrative body ; 
that it had administrative duties; that 
it acted in certain cases through Sub- 
Commissioners ; so that, so far from there 
being anything wrong, iniquitous, or ap- 
palling in the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
applying to the Land Commssion, not to 
ascertain the nature of their decisions or 
to suggest how they should decide, but 
to be informed of the nature of their 
administrative arrangements, it was just 
and right, and had in this case been re- 
sorted to for the benefit of the tenants. 
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The hon. Member’s indignation was so 
overwhelming that he was not content 
with censuring the Government for 
making an application to the Land Com- 
missioners in the matter of fixing fair 
rents, but he went so far as to deal with 
a matter which was at present sub judice 
—namely, an alleged outrage on a tenant 
on the Clanricarde estate. Two men 
were in custody for that offence, and it 
was absolutely impossible for him 
“Hear, hear!”] to follow the hon. 
ember into a discussion of the merits 
of that case. But he could not accept 
his representation of the occurrences 
given by the hon. Member. He could 
not discuss what the facts really were, 
but he could give him an assurance that 
everything would be done to secure the 
due administration of justice and the 
punishment of the guilty. [Cheers. 
Serceanr HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.), 
in a maiden speech, said he hoped the 
House would extend to him its indul- 
gence for a short time, while he stated 
the grounds on which he felt himself 
bound to vote for the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo. What he 
expected, and those on whose mandate he 
had come to the House, was that pledges 
given would be as far as possible ful- 
filled, and he came to the House as one 
of the 83 Members who had been sent 
from Ireland pledged by every promise 
that could bind honourable men to advo- 
cate in that House on every possible 
occasion the necessity for domestic legis- 
lation being extended to Ireland. The 
history of the century showed that it 
would be utterly vain or hopeless for any 
Government, no matter how strong, or 
what the legions they might have at their 
back might be, to stifle the aspirations 
of the Irish people for an independent 
Legislature, subject to proper checks, to 
secure the indissoluble union of the three 
kingdoms. From the fatal day on 
which the Act of Union was passed, 
95 years ago, up to the present hour, those 
aspirations had been voiced, for they had 
always existed and kept Ireland back- 
ward. They had thrown her behind in 
the race with other European peoples, 
and it was perfectly vain for the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (to whose good 
intentions he gave the fullest credit) to 
hope that by some indefinite promises of 
something that would be done at some 
undefined period, ranging between this 
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and the commencement of the next cen- 
tury, some slight dole of Imperial indul- 
gence might be extended to Ireland. 
He did not expect, nor would it be rea- 
sonable to expect, in the short interval of 
time that remained in the present Ses- 
sion, that the great question of Home 
Rule could be introduced or adequately 
dealt with. If the advocates of Home 
Rule had those legions at their back it 
might be done, for they would only have 
had to reintroduce the Bill read and 
passed by this House, but rejected in the 
House of Lords—{ Ministerial cheers |— 
and he doubted very much whether, 
strong and powerful as the House of 
Lords was, it would have ventured a 
second time to trample ona Bill affecting 
so vitally the'interests of a great portion of 
the Empire. He only alluded tothe topicof 
Home Rule, which wasalwaysanagitating 
and exciting one, to dispel the idea that 
in supporting the hon. Member for East 
Mayo he disapproved of the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Waterford. 
He represented a large Irish constitu- 
ency, and he had told his constituents 
what he repeated now, that the first 
plank in his political platform was Home 
Rule. [Cheers.] If he went-back from 
that statement, he should be unworthy 
of the great honour that his constituency 
had conferred upon him in sending him 
to that House as their representative. 
[‘ Hear, hear!”] He, however, would 
now come to that which more immedi- 
ately affected the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo. He repre- 
sented a constituency that was deeply 
interested in the question of the reform 
of the Irish Land Law, which, after long 
suffering and long endurance, had at 
length succeeded in sending to Parlia- 
ment a Member who advocated the 
cause of the tenant-farmer. He asked 
from that House a very moderate boon 
and favour. A way to relieve the 
tenant-farmers of Ireland from the 
grievances under which they suffered 
had been pointed out in the Report of 
Mr. Morley’s Committee, which showed 
the necessity that existed for an amend- 
ment of the Land Law of Ireland. It 


was absurd to suppose that a measure 

founded upon that Report, and which 

would practically embody the provisions 

of the Bill that had passed a Second 
Sergeant Hemphill. 
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Reading in that House last Session, 
would take any long time to pass into 
law. The right hon. Gentleman the 
present Chief Secretary for Ireland had 
admitted the necessity that existed for 
an amendment of the Irish Land Law; 
and, therefore, the only question involved 
was the time when a measure for that 
purpose should be introduced. The cor- 
respondence with Mr. Justice Bewley, 
to which attention had been called by 
the hon. Member for Louth, showed 
that the Government were aware of the 
necessity for legislation on the subject. 
To say the least of it, the fact that that 
correspondence had passed required some 
explanation on the part of the Govern- 
ment, as it was a matter calculated to 
excite suspicion. [“ Hear, hear!”] He 
confessed that he had listened with some 
astonishment to the explanation of the 
matter which had been given by his 
right hon. and learned Friend the 
Attorney-General for Ireland, and that 
he had failed to catch its point. He 
certainly was most anxious to see the 
measure the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland intended to 
force through that House by means of 
his majority of 152. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
Tt appeared to him that it was most ur- 
gently necessary that legislation on this 
question should be proceeded with without 
delay. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man, therefore, not to introduce his Bill 
during the present short Session, but 
that he would bring it inin an Autumn 
Session, to commence. some time in 
November, and to be brought to an end 
somewhere about Christmas. [Cries of 
Oh.”| He did not ask hon. Members who 
were just recovering from the excitement 
of a General Election, to prolong the 
present short sitting, but the 83 Irish 
Members did not desire that it should 
go forth to the enemies of this country 
that the motto of the House of Commons 
was, “Let the tenants suffer, but save 
the grouse.” He thought that the motto 
should be, “Spare the grouse, but save 
the tenant.” [‘Hear, hear!”] This matter 
was one of vital importance to the Irish 
tenants, because the 15 years for which 
their rents had been fixed would expire 
next year and there would be a great 
rush then to get the rents revised, and 
it was most desirable that the tenants’ 
improvements should not be included in 
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the valuation in fixing therent. He did 
not think that this was an unreasonable 
demand on the part of the tenants upon 
the Government. [“ Hear, hear!”]He was 
satisfied that in making that demand he 
was not asking too much from the 
representatives of the great and glorious 
people of England, Scotland, and Wales. 
If those representatives would sacrifice a 
small portion of their personal conve- 
nience and pleasure, and would consent 
to discuss a measure of the character he 
had indicated in the course of a short 
Autumn Session, commencing some time 
in November, they would be conferring 
a great boon upon the Irish tenants. 
(Hear, hear!”] He did not think that it 
would be a reasonable excuse to the Irish 
people for refusing to listen to his request 
to say that the House of Commons did 
not likesitting during the Winter months 
He made these observations out of no 
disrespect to that great assembly, but 
because he knew that nothing would 
tend so much to cheer and encourage the 
Irish tenants and to induce them to 
maintain an orderly course of life as the 
belief that the House was going to take 
immediate steps to improve their condi- 
tion. [“Hear hear!”] Though the English 
people had not made up their minds to 
grant Home Rule, they yet had sufficient 
sympathy with the Irish tenants to give 
up their own convenience for the purpose 
of enabling a measure, which admittedly 
must be passed next year, to be con- 
sidered. If it were delayed till next year 
it would take up time which might be 
occupied by other legislation, and what 
time would then be left to Members of 
the Government for realising those 
promises of social reform, promises of 
improvement of trade, promises of better- 
ing the condition of the working classes, 
and of making of England a Utopia, 
instead of what it was under the late 
Government? | Laughter and Cheers.| Even 
on this ground he would appeal to _repre- 
sentatives of English, Scotch, and Welsh 
constituencies to concede the time that 
might be necessary for this great land 
measure. Then the Irish people would 
be satisfied, and the English people would 
in course of time be educated up to the 
full appreciation of their own interests 
as well as of what they owed to the Irish 
people, and would then grant them 
that legislative independence for which 
they would ever pray. 
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Question again proposed— ; 
“ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.”’ 
Debate resumed. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 257 ; Noes, 
123.—(Division List No. 2.) 


Question put— 


“That the words ‘And humbly to represent 
to Your Majesty that this House is of opinion 
that it is the duty of Your Majesty’s Ministers 
to declare without delay their policy with regard 
to the questions of Home Rule. Land Law 
Reform (including Amendment of the existing 
Land Acts and compulsory Land Purchase), Re- 
instatement of the Evicted Tenants, and the 
Industrial Condition of Ireland, in all which 
matters the overwhelming majority of the Irish 
People is vitally interested,’ be added to the 
Main Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 113; Noes, 
243.—(Division List No. 3.) 


*Mr. J. J. CLANCY (Dublin, N.) 
moved the addition of the following 
paragraph as an Amendment to the 
Address :— 


“ And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that the time has come when the cases of all 
prisoners convicted under the Treason-Felony 
Act who are, and have been for many years, 
undergoing punishment for offences arising out 
of insurrectionary movements connected with 
Ireland, may be advantageously reconsidered.” 


He said there were two reasons for restat- 
ing the case for amnesty. The first was 
that this was a new Parliament, and 
very many of those who would vote to- 
night would do so for the first time. The 
second was that the Irish Nationalist 
Members would not be fulfilling their 
pledges or performing their duties to 
their constituents if they did not take 
every opportunity like the present of 
laying before the House of Commons and 
the Government of the day every reason 
they could think of to induce them to 
consent to the amnesty which they 
asked. The fact was that great doubts 
existed in the Irish public mind as to 
whether or not a grave miscarriage 
of justice had not taken place, as 
regarded some, at least, of the persons 
now undergoing imprisonment. In 
one case there was a positive con- 
viction that the prisoner—John Daly 
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—had been the victim of a police 
plot. But the case had advanced beyond 


the stage at which it was necessary to 
go into a question of that kind. It 
would be a long and tedious process, and 
the case for amnesty might be success- 
fully put on other grounds than even 
the innocence of the prisoners. Even 
if they assumed what he did not ad- 
mit, that they were all guilty, he sub- 
mitted that the grant of amnesty to them 
at the present time would be an act both 
of justice and of expediency. The 
crime of which the men were found guilty 
was the possession of dynamite bombs. 
For that crime they might have been 
tried under either of two statutes. They 
might have been tried under the 
Explosives Act of 1882, which was 
passed specially to deal with offences of 
the kind, and if they had been, the 
utmost punishment they could have 
received was fourteen years’ imprisonment. 
It was true that under one section of 
that statute they could have been 
sentenced to a term of twenty years’ im- 
prisonment, but in that case it would 
have been necessary to find them guilty 
of participation in explosions, and 
not merely the possession of bombs, 
with or without felonious intent. 
They were never charged with partici- 
pation in explosions, a point upon 
which too much stress could not be laid. 
He repeated most emphatically that 
there was no such charge alleged against 
those men, and consequently they were 
not convicted of having actually caused 
explosions. The crime of which they 
were accused was the possession of 
bombs, and the utmost sentence that 
could have been inflicted on them was 
one of 14 years’ penal servitude. Such 
a sentence did not mean that the 
person on whom it was imposed was 
detained in prison for 14 years. He 
understood it was the constant practice 
of the Home Office where a sentence of 
20 years was imposed to reduce it, if 
the prisoners were well conducted, to 
15 years, and there would, of course, be 
@ proportionate reduction in sentences of 
14 years. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
M. Wuire Riptey, Lancashire, Black- 
pool): The case is considered at all 
events. 


Mr. J. J. Clancy. 
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*Mr. CLANCY said the prisoners 
were not charged under the Explosives 
Act, but under the Treason-Felony Act. 
And why? He desired to be perfectly 
frank in the statement of his opinions, 
and he had no hesitation in saying that 
the men were tried under the Treason- 
Felony Act because under that Act a 
sentence of penal servitude for life could 
be imposed, and, as a matter of fact, 
penal servitude for life was the sentence 
to which every one of those men was 
condemned. Was that just? He did 
not think any man, no matter what his 
prejudices on the subject might be, 
would say that that was just ; and the 
belief of the people of Ireland was that 
this piece of injustice was perpetrated 
for one reason, and one reason only, 
namely, that the prisoners were Irish- 
men. They asked that that injustice 
should be undone by the prisoners being 
regarded as if they had been tried and 
sentenced under the Explosives Act, and 
not under the Treason-Felony Act. 
They also asked that the prisoners should 
be regarded as having been sentenced, 
not to the maximum sentence under the 
Explosives Act, or 20 years, which was 
only imposed in cases where actual 
explosions had been caused, but to 14 
years, which was the utmost term of 
penal servitude they could have been 
condemned: to under the Explosives 
Act, and which meant, according to the 
practice of the Home Office, that they 
would have been released at the end of 10 
or 11 years. Take the case of the Walsall 
anarchists. They were accused of the very 
same offence for which the Irish prisoners 
were convicted. They were tried not 
under the Treason Felony Act, but under 
the Explosives Act, and being convicted 
the sentences inflicted on them were not 
penal servitude for life, or for 20 years, 
or even for 14 years, but sentences rang- 
ing from five to ten years. If thesentences 
imposed on the Anarchists of Walsall 
were just, how could any one deny that 
the sentences inflicted on the Irish 
prisoners for substantially the same 
crime were not unjust? When he 
moved this Amendment in the late 
Parliament he asked the Home Secretary 
(Mr. Asquith) how he could account for 
the disparity between the sentences onthe 
Irish prisoners and the sentences on the 
Walsall prisoners, on any other ground 
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than that the former were tried when a 
strongly anti-Irish prejudice and a wide- 
spread desire to wreak vengeance on the 
Irishmen prevailed in England. The 
right hon. Gentleman, whom he did not 
now see in his place—indeed, it was a 
remarkable fact, that the entire front 
Opposition Bench and most of the Liberal 
Benches, were empty—said that there 
were reasons why lighter sentences were 
imposed in the Walsall trials than in those 
Irish trials. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not specify a single one of the 
reasons, and in his (Mr. Clancy’s) belief 
no such reasons existed. On the con- 
trary, whatever distinction was to be 
drawn between the two sets of cases 
was distinctly in favour of the Irish 
prisoners. The Irish prisoners were not 
even accused of participation in explosions. 
No loss of life followed from any of their 
alleged crimes. Not a single human 
being suffered in person or property 
from anything these men were accused 
of having done. But what was the case 
in regard to the Walsall men? It was a 
notorious fact that no less than 200 
lives were sacrificed by reason of the 
explosion in the Opera House at Barce- 
lona, with which crime the Walsall men 
were shown to have had a connection, 
and, after conviction, they justified the 
use of dynamite. Was it just then that 
this disparity should be any longer 
maintained? If the disparity were re- 
moved by the reductiun of the Irish 
sentences to the same standard as the 
Walsall sentences, the Irish prisoners 
would have been long since released. 
Mr. John Daly would be able to take 
his seat in the House as the representa- 
tive of the City of Limerick ; and there 
would have been no need for the present 
debate. He would only add that the 
continued maintenance of this disparity 
had created in Ireland a deep feeling of 
resentment, and he respectfully sub- 
mitted to the Home Secretary that the 
removal of such feelings ought to be 
considered one of the first duties of any 
Government. He passed, then, to some 
considerations of expediency which he 
thought ought to have some weight with 
the House. The first was that those 
prisoners were political prisoners, and 
that. in every civilised country, in- 
cluding England, when the prisoners were 
not Irish, political prisoners were re- 
garded as different from other prisoners ; 
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their motives were rightly taken into 
account. And although when their 
alleged offences were fresh in the 
public memory, severe punishment was 
often inflicted, yet invariably a time 
came, passions having cooled down, 
and the state of things which put the 
arm of the law into motion having 
passed away, when it was found to be 
the highest wisdom to close the chapter 
by amnesty. That was what had 
happened in America, in France, and in 
all civilized countries which had to deal 
with political prisoners. Why should it 
nothappenin the case of the Irish political 
prisoners? Was not every one of those 
conditions under which amnesty might 
safely be brought about already fulfilled ? 
The passions of 12 or 14 years ago, had 
cooled down ; the dynamite conspiracy 
of that day, if it ever existed, had 
certainly passed away; and the time 
had come when, not vengeance, but 
magnanimity ought to be shown by the 
Government of the day. It had been 
denied that these prisoners were 
political offenders ; but that was some 
time ago. In the last Parliament they 
were admitted to be political prisoners. 
The late Home Secretary practically 
admitted it; and Mr. John Morley 
expressly described them as_ such, 
no repudiation being made from the 
Opposition Benches of that day. 
There was another reason for amnesty. 
It was that the overwhelming majority 
of the people of Ireland had asked for 
this amnesty, and passionately desired 
it. They had shown it in a hundred 
ways—by vast public meetings, by reso- 
lutions passed at meetings of representa- 
tive bodies in all parts of the country, 
and by sending to the Bar of the House 
the Lord Mayor and other representa- 
tives of the chief municipal body in 
Ireland to petition for the release of 
these prisoners. Out of 103 Irish Mem- 
bers, 82 were returned pledged to 
amnesty ; and, finally, the election of 
John Daly for Limerick City, his native 
place, was a proof of the earnestness and 
universality of the demand for amnesty 
in Ireland. Limerick was a city where 
there was a respectable Loyalist minority, 
which had sometimes sent a representa- 
tive tothe House of Commons. On this 
occasion, the Loyalist minority actually 
acquiesced in the unanimous election of 
Daly, and if that fact stood alone, it 
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ought to be a warning to the Govern- 
ment that in treating this demand of 
the people with the indifference and con- 
tempt which it had met with in the past, 
they would be acting very unwisely 
indeed. Could the Home Secretary 
suppose for a moment that there was 
any sympathy in Ireland with the dyna- 
mite policy such as he was bound to com- 
bat? It was not the Nationalists of 
Treland alone who had made this demand 
for amnesty. Only a few days ago one 
of the Unionist Members of the Corpor- 
ation of Cork, Mr. Lovell, actually of 
his own motion gave notice of a Resolu- 
tion asking the Government to grant an 
amnesty. There was not the slightest 
doubt that that Resolution would be 
supported by other Unionists, and would 
be carried by a large majority. That 
was not the only sign that‘the minority 
in Ireland were not opposed to amnesty. 
It was a remarkable fact that at the 
election in Galway City the Conservative 
candidate made amnesty part of his 
programme. Mr. Morris—the son of 
Lord Morris—issued placards, the sub- 
stance of which, he was informed, was 
to this effect—“ Vote for Morris and 
amnesty.” That was asign, which could 
not be mistaken, that not only one 
class of politicians in Ireland, but all 
parties were anxious for amnesty, or 
were not at all events opposed to it, and 
would be glad to see it carried, if only 
to have the country at peace on this 
question. Was it wise and expedient 
for the Government to remain deaf to a 
sentiment so passionately and so widely 
entertained? If the Government hesi- 
tated to adopt the wise course lest they 
should be running counter to old and 
inveterate prejudices, let them remember 
that there was much more to be forgiven 
by Ireland than by England. If crimes 
had been committed against the Govern- 
ment and people of this country by 
Irishmen, let Englishmen not forget— 
and he spoke without wishing to revive 
ancient memories—the record of oppres- 
sion, robbery and murder which they 
had left behind in Ireland. The Home 
Secretary was now in a position to carry 
out any policy he liked. He was not 
dependent, like his predecessor, on a 
small majority ; and he carried with him 
the confidence of the whole of his party. 
As the right hon. Gentleman was 
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question, he earnestly begged him to do 
something to wipe out at least part of 
the debt due to Ireland, to close up an 
old sore, and to promote a better feeling 
between the countries by accepting the 
Amendment which he submitted to the 
House. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
said the overwhelming sentiment of the 
Irish people was that these prisoners 
had already suffered enough, and that 
any further punishment would be vindic- 
tive. He hoped that the Home Secretary 
would not be led astray by the deserted 
condition of the Anti-Parnellite Benches. 
[Parnellite cheers.| Not one of the 
Gentlemen who usually occupied them 
dare appear before his constituents with- 
out pledging himself to amnesty. He 
regretted that they were net present. 
[Parnellite cheers.| It might be that 
they were too busy in another place 
endeavouring to relieve each other of the 
responsibility of the leadership of their 
party. [ZLaughter.| But he  chal- 
lenged any one of them to vote or speak 
against this motion. [ /arnellite cheers. | 
The Chief Secretary had indicated that 
some remedy for the legitimate grievances 
of the Irish people might be provided in 
remedial legislation. In order, however, 
to prepare the way for its cordial accept- 
ance by the Irish people, he said authori- 
tatively that no legislation, not even 
national self-government itself, would be 
accepted with a good grace while those 
Irishmen were allowed to pine in English 
prisons. Several debates had already 
taken place on this question, and as the 
result of them a number of the prisoners 
had since been released, and no evil 
consequences had followed. One or two 
of those men were now earning their 
livelihood and enjoying the esteem, not 
only of Nationalists, but of Unionists in 
Dublin and elsewhere. The people of 
Ireland were convinced that the time 
had come when the Government could, 
without danger and injustice to anyone, 
release those prisoners. There was no 
constituency in Ireland where a Nation- 
alist had been returned in which this 
question of amnesty had not been made 
a test question for the candidate. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) corroborated what had-been said "by 
the hon. Member with regard to the 
great part which amnesty had played in 
the late election in Ireland. The first 
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question as to which a candidate had 
been asked to pledge himself was that of 
supporting the amnesty of the prisoners. 
In his own constituency the electors put 
this question even before that of national 
self-government ; aud he found the 
opinion to prevail that, even if Home 
Rule were granted, it would not be 
accepted by the people with satisfaction 
or in a free spirit if it was not at the 
same time accompanied by amnesty. It 
was absurd to contend that in adopting 
this attitude the Irish people sympathised 
with the use of dynamite. The Irish 
people were just as strongly opposed to 
violent methods of that kind as the 
people of this country or of any other 
country were. The belief was widespread 
in Ireland, that whether these men were 
guilty or not, they had already been long 
enough in prison. The late Home Secre- 
tary had not answered the point raised 
with regard to the comparison between 
the sentences on the Irishmen and those 
of the Walsall prisoners. That question 
had been shirked by the late Home 
Secretary, and he believed the present 
Home Secretary would find it impossible 
to show why Irishmen should be sentenced 
to penal servitude for life while English- 
men who were convicted of worse offences 
received only ten years’ penal servitude. 
That was a point which the Irish people 
could not understand, and he should be 
glad to hear some satisfactory explana- 
tion of the discrepancy. He recalled to 
the memory of the House the circum- 
stances of the time when the dynamite 
prisoners were sentenced. Every vestige 
of liberty in the country had been 
destroyed by the Liberal Government of 
that day, the Constitution was wholly 
suspended in Ireland, the Irish Members 
were imprisoned without trial, and it was 
in these circumstances certain Irishmen 
were driven to despair and to adopt 
methods of redress of a desperate cha- 
racter. Some allowance therefore should 
be made for the extraordinary provoca- 
tion given to Irishmen at that time. In 
England also at that time a blind rage 
existed against the Irish people. Irish- 
men were cast out of employment every- 
where in this country and were pursued 
by a policy of hostility in every walk of 
life. The amnesty prisoners were tried 
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panic and rage. The late Home Sec- 
retary practically pledged his Govern- 
ment that the cases of the prisoners 
would be reconsidered in the light of a 
20 years’ sentence instead of one for 
life, and the decision of one Minister 
bound to some extent his successor. 
The Government by being gracious in 
this matter would give additional satis- 
faction to the Irish people if they 
began their tenure of office by 
granting the release of those men. 
If they released these men they would give 
the greatest satisfaction to the Irish 
people, who had no sympathy with 
dynamite work; but if they continued 
them in prison they would make an 
impression on the mind of the Irish 
people, particularly the young men, that 
the policy of vengeance against Irishmen 
had not yet been given up by England. 
Sir M. W. RIDLEY said he did not 
think the Government could complain of 
the hon. Member for the County of 
Dublin for the way in which he brought 
this subject forward—a subject in which 
the hon. Member took great interest ; 
nor could the Government complain of 
the manner and tone of the remarks 
which had been made. He was not at 
all surprised that upon the advent of a 
new Government, and having a new 
Home Secretary on which they could 
work, hon. Members opposite should ask 
what was the policy of that new 
Government. He was not prepared to 
dispute that there was a strong feeling 
in Ireland in favour of amnesty, but he 
hoped there was no one who believed 
that there was any idea of vengeance 
towards the Irish people, or that in deal- 
ing with these atrocious outrages any 
feeling of nationality entered. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”} He hoped he should be 
forgiven if he did not go into the 
details brought before the House by the 
Mover of the Amendment with regard 
to the case of Daly, and the case of some 
others whose names were not mentioned. 
The hon. Member spoke of the difference 
of the sentences passed on those tried 
under the Explosives Act and those 
tried under the Treason Felony Act. 
His position was that, having recently 
come into office he considered it to be 
his duty to go thoroughly and impar- 
tially and with an open mind (Parnellite 
[Second Night.] 
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cheers) into all these cases. [“ Hear, 
“hear!” He should act upon the 
principle which guided the late Govern- 
ment in the action which they took. He 
looked back to the declaration made by 
Mr. Gladstone in 1892, that when dealing 
with crimes and criminals they were not 
to make any distinction between these 
crimes and any others for which long 
sentences were passed. His predecessor 
adopted the language of Mr. Gladstone, 
and he said over and over again that 
there should be no exceptional treatment 
in these cases, that there was nothing in 
them to distinguish them from ordinary 
cases of serious crime, and that he was 
prepared to deal with them on the prin- 
ciple generally adopted by the Home 
Office. That was the broad position he 
took up. He considered it his duty to 
do his best to satisfy himself as far as he 
could that there had been no miscarriage 
of justice, and he was, in fact, at the 
present moment engaged in looking into 
these cases. [ Hear, hear!”] As re- 
garded the length of the sentences, he 
wished to say nothing, but he did not 
think it his duty to take up a policy of 
non possumus. (Hear, hear!”] He 
had not a shadow of doubt that the 
decision of his predecessor was right. 
He was not going to argue whether these 
were political crimes or not. These men 
were tried under the Treason Felony 
Act, and probably that gave some reason 
for what had been said. He thought 
there was a general feeling in Ireland 
and among hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
these were atrocious crimes with which 
they had no sympathy, and that in deal- 
ing with the criminals we must forget 
alleged political motives. They must 
regard them as crimes against society 
which, if they had been successful, would 
have ruined and destroyed many valuable 
lives. Therefore, they must deal with 
these cases exactly on the same principle 
which they applied to ordinary cases. 
He need hardly remind the House that 
when long sentences were passed various 
considerations arose. Medical circum- 
stances, for instance, had to be con- 
sidered, and his predecessor was able to 
release on medical grounds several of the 
dynamite prisoners. There were also 


special circumstances which from time 
to time might fairly be said to arise. He 
did not wish to say more or to give any 
reason why he had formed a sort of a 
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preliminary judgment. He could only 
repeat that he approached this question 
with an open mind, and he intended to 
keep in mind the principle of his pre- 
decessor that these were crimes which 
were atrocious, that they deserved severe 
punishment, and that these men deserved 
their punishment if they were really 
guilty. To the idea of a general amnesty 
he could give no approval whatever. 
He did not know that he could add any 
more. He should consult with the 
eminent judge who had tried these 
prisoners, and whose opinion must be of 
great weight. He was most anxious 
that in this matter there should be con- 
tinuity of policy. He should follow the 
policy of his predecessor, and whether 
he should be able after this lapse of time 
to find any circumstances which he could 
take into consideration he could not say. 
He should try to do justice, whether 
they were Englishmen or Irishmen. 
[* Hear, hear !”} 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
desired to express in the most frank 
manner his appreciation of the contrast 
exhibited by the right hon. Gentle- 
man (Sir M. W. Ridley) to the position 
taken up by his predecessor, who, when 
this matter was brought forward in the 
late Parliament, met it by an absolute 
non possumus, and stated distinctly that 
he would never, so long as he was in 
office, deal with the question of these 
sentences. But the present Home 
Secretary was prepared to do what they 
were asking—namely, to reconsider these 
cases, and to do so with the hope that he 
might be able to find in the circumstances 
some facts which would warrant him in 
dealing as leniently as possible with 
these men. 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY said, he was 
prepared to do exactly what was done by 
his predecessor, who on taking Office 
reconsidered these cases with the utmost 
pains, and felt, he was sure, as he felt, a 


desire if possible to take a lenient 


course. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND, continuing, 
said that the statement now made by the 
right hon Gentleman was very generous 
towards his predecessor in Office. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s position was that 
he had not yet reconsidered these cases, 
and that he was prepared to reconsider 
them, and to do so with the hope and 
desire to find such facts as might enable 
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him to deal with them with leniency. 
The proposer and supporters of the 
Amendment had not the smallest 
sympathy with the crimes, and he had 
no desire to enter into the question 
whether or no these men were rightly 
convicted. If rightly convicted they 
deserved very severe punishment at the 
hands of society. But even if guilty 
they had suffered very severely. They 
had been in prison 124 years, and had 
suffered greater punishment than if they 
had been. convicted under the Dynamite 
Act of 1883. He would remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that the late Home 
Secretary admitted that it might be just 
to consider the cases of these men as if 
they had been sentenced for 20 years, 
the maximum sentence under that Act. 
But a 20 years sentence meant only an 
actual 15 years in prison, and the point, 
therefore, atissue was the paltry difference 
between 124 and 15 years—a very small 
matter for a great and strong Govern- 
ment of a mighty Empire, but a very 
great matter to these men, to whom the 
difference of even a few months, more or 
less, in prison might mean the snapping 
of the tender thread of life. By the 
courtesy of the right hon. Gentleman 
and his predecessors in Office, he had been 
permitted, as the legal adviser of these 
men, to visit them in prison, and he had 
been very careful not to outstep the 
conditions on which that permission was 
granted. [‘‘ Hear, hear !”| He might, 
however, say that he found these men 
shattered in bodily and mental health, 
and reduced to such a state as to render 
it impossible that they could constitute 
a danger to the Government or to society. 
Some had died in prison ; some had gone 
mad ; while others had been released be- 
cause their health had been utterly shat- 
tered. Only ten remained in prison. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
he supposed he would have heard if the 
health of any of those ten were endanger- 
ed. He would beg the right hon. Gentle- 
man to inquire into that matter when he 
came to reconsider the cases of these 
men, and to allow him to furnish inform- 
ation which was in his possession, 
not only as to their bodily but as 
to their mental condition. He 
had been put in possession of some 
information which he had been most 
scrupulous not to use publicly, because 
he obtained it in his visit to the prison ; 
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but he entreated the right hon. Gentle- 
man to allow him to furnish him with 
this information, as it would afford him 
ample means for considering whether 
some of these wretched men were in a 
fit state, from a mental point of view, 
to be treated as criminals any longer. 
The promise of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to reconsider these cases with an 
open and friendly mind had come upon 
him as an agreeable surprise. He had 
been so accustomed to be met with an 
absolute non posswmus. The claim the 
right hon. Gentleman had made was a 
fair claim. When Mr. Gladstone came 
into Office, and when they made a claim 
for amnesty on him, he said he could 
give no answer because it was necessary 
for him and the new Home Secretary to 
investigate the facts. They admitted 
that claim, and the late Home Secretary 
investigated the facts and pronounced 
an absolute non possumus, The present 
Home Secretary said he felt it his duty 
to investigate the facts, and it was 
desirable that he should have an 
opportunity of doing so, and he hoped 
that after this additional lapse of time 
he would be able, perhaps before the 
next Session of Parliament, at any rate 
at the meeting of Parliament next year, 
to say that he had been able to find that, 
from motives of humanity, magnanimity, 
and high State policy, it was possible for 
him to do away with this additional 
couple of years’ imprisonment, and 
restore these unfortunate men to liberty. 
In these circumstances, he did not think 
anything would be gained by pressing 
this matter to a division. They asked 
for a reinvestigation, and that had been 
practically promised. All he would 
ask of the right hon. Gentleman 
in addition was that he would permit 
him and his friends, who thought that 
they had information and arguments 
and reasons at their disposal that would 
influence him, to submit to him those 
reasons and arguments for his considera- 
tion. If the right hon. Gentleman 
granted that, they would be anxious 
for the investigation to go on and for 
this question to be postponed until they 
could have from the right hon. Gentle- 
man a decided answer. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : My right hon. Friend the Home 
Secretary, having already spoken, can- 
not now reply to the question of the hon. 


[Second Night. | 





Bbiaerteermliniatinn «= 


227 Address in 


Member, but he desires me to say that, 
of course, he would be glad to receive any 
communication from any authentic 
source which will enable him to form a 
judgment upon the matter before him. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down led me to think that it is possible 
he may have misconstrued the view of 
my right hon. Friend near me. The 
hon. Gentleman expressed the hope that 
considerations of magnanimity, of public 
policy, and of humanity might induce my 
right hon. Friend to reconsider the sen- 
tences which have been passed on those 
persons who are now in confinement. 
The phrase indicated that in the mind 
of the hon. Gentleman, and possibly, 
therefore, in the minds of some other 
Members of the House, there was an 
impression that different principles were 
going to be applied in these cases to the 
principles invariably applied by those 
who have held the office which my right 
hon. Friend holds in the countless 
cases which the Home Secretary 
from month to month is obliged to 
examine. The view of my right hon. 
Friend is simply this. There are a certain 
number of cases of men convicted of very 
grave crimes. They come simply among 
a large number of cases of persons un- 
dergoing long sentences for other grave 
crimes, and there are well-established 
principles which are invariably applied 
by successive occupantsof the office which 
my right hon. Friend holds, for the con- 
sideration, at stated intervals, of the 
sentences these men have undergone. 
These principles my right hon. Friend 
will extend to the cases under our con- 
sideration to-night, neither more nor less. 
The rigid and invariable rules always 
applied by the Home Office to these 
cases will be applied to these special 
cases, and my right hon. Friend will ap- 
ply the principles of humanity, of public 
policy, and magnanimity to those special 
cases as much as and no more than he 
would apply them to every other case he 
has to deal with from time to time. I 
feel convinced that in the decision at 


which my right hon. Friend arrives he | 


will have the support of both sides of 
the House, including, I hope, the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down. The 
hon. Gentleman endeavoured to draw a 
distinction between the course adopted 
by the late Home Secretary and that 
proposed by my right hon. Friend. There 
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is no such distinction. fe ior hear !” 
The principles adop and  carri 
through by the late Home Secretary are 
the principles which will be adopted and 
carried through by the present Home 
Secretary, and though he desires me to 
say that he will give the most careful 
attention to all these cases, it will be a 
profound mistake for anybody to suppose 
that there is the slightest discontinuity 
of policy between the late Government 
and the present occupants of this Bench. 
In these few words, which are not in- 
tended to supplement or add to in any 
way what my right hon. Friend has said, 
but which are designed to remove the 
misapprehension into which possibly the 
hon. Gentleman has fallen—it was simply 
in order to remove any such misappre- 
hension that I have troubled: the House 
with these few words. [‘‘ Hear, hear !”] 
Mr. H. H. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I 
have listened with attention to what has 
fallen from the First Lord of the Treasury 
and I am satisfied that in all matters of 
this kind it is important that we 
should preserveadministrative continuity. 
I do not believe there is the faintest 
difference of principle or even of opinion 
from the other side of the House as to 
the principles which ought to govern the 
discretion of the Home Secretary in the 
decision of cases of this kind. For my 
part, I heard with some surprise from 
the hon. Member for Waterford some 
observations directed to the supposed 
attitude I have maintained on this ques- 
tion, which the hon. Member said con- 
trasted with the attitude taken by my 
successor. For my part, I always laid 
down, and I always applied in relation 
to these cases one uniform principle. I 
did not distinguish them in the least 
degree from ordinary criminal cases. 
These crimes are said to have been com- 
mitted from what are called political 
motives. In my opinion that is no 
ground for treating them with greater 
leniency nor with greater severity than 
other crimes. Following on the princi- 
ples which were laid down by Mr. 
Gladstone before the late Government 
came into office, I have endeavoured, to 
the best of my ability, to treat them 
exactly on the same footing as I have 
been in the habit of treating all ordinary 
cases of crime in which appeals are made 
for the mitigation of sentences or for 
clemency of treatment on the part of the 
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Home Secretary. I do not in the 
slightest degree desire to anticipate the 
decision the right hon. Gentleman may 
come to when he has had an opportunity 
of considering the circumstances of par- 
ticular cases; this is a matter which 
rests entirely upon his responsibility. 
Nothing would be more uncongenial to 
me than to endeavour in any way by 
any suggestion of mine to preclude the 
application of a more lenient method of 
treatment than that which I myself, in 
the exercise of my responsibility, thought 
it possible to apply. I am anxious to 
make this statement, not in the interests 
of one party or of the other, but in the 
interests of what I conceive to be a great 
principle of public policy. I am anxious 
that upon an occasion of this kind this 
House on both sides should clearly under- 
stand that this rule is adopted in relation 
to all cases of this kind, that the Home 
Office must proceed upon a single, uni- 
form, and inflexible principle, to be 
applied without distinction to all classes 
of cases which come before it. I say no 
more except that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I shall be prepared to acquiesce 
in any conclusion which, proceeding upon 
those principles, the right hon. Baronet 
may come to. [* Hear, hear!” 

Mr. E. J.C. MORTON (Devonport) said 
that at the commencement of the last Par- 
liament he took the opportunity of going 
carefully into the question of the am- 
nesty of these so-called political prison- 
ers with as keen a desire as any 
Member could have to arrive at a con- 
clusion in harmony with that of the 
Nationalist sentiment of Ireland, but he 
came to the conclusion that there was 
nothing to be said in favour of amnesty 
on their merits. He came to that con- 
clusion with the greatest possible regret, 
but, having come to it, he consistently 
voted against the amnesty of these 
prisoners. But he felt there was a 
strong case for amnesty, if it could be 
granted with justice, and it was that, 
while Nationalist Ireland demanded their 
release, Nationalist Ireland was then, 
as it is now, one of the most crimeless 
countries in the world. Cases had 
occurred which were supposed to be ana- 
logous to the cases of these prisoners— 
as, for instance, that of the Walsall 
anarchists—but there was really no ana- 
logy between these two classes of cases. 
But in May or June, 1894, there was a 
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case which was exactly parallel—that of 
the two Italian anarchists, Farnaro and 
Polti. They were in every respect as 
bad as the Irish cases, and in one respect 
they were worse; they were political 
refugees who had no quarrel with this 
country ; nay, they were enjoying our 
hospitality, and they attempted to blow 
up our people with dynamite. They 
were tried by the same Judge as were 
the Irish prisoners, and it might be 
urged upon the Home Secretary, with- 
out the suggestion of any reflection upon 
the Judge, that whilst he gave life 
sentences to several of the Irish prisoners, 
he gave Farnaro 20 years and Polti 
10 years, treating him as a young man 
who must have been the dupe of Farnaro. 
Would not the Home Secretary be willing 
to consider the Irish cases in the light 
of these later cases, and to say that the 
Irish prisoners should not suffer longer 
sentences than Farnaro? His 20 years 
might mean 15 or 16, and that term 
would bring the Irish prisoners within 
two or three years of release. Then he 
believed that four out of the ten Irish 
prisoners were dupes as much as Polti 
was. Ireland was crimeless to-day, and 
had been so for years. The memory of 
the tyranny of centuries was burnt into 
the minds of the people of Ireland, and 
could not be eradicated in a moment ; 
and it was public policy to satisfy Irish 
opinion as far as we could possibly do so. 
He asked the Home Secretary to con- 
sider the case of the Irish political 
prisoners in the light of the sentences 
passed on the Italian anarchists. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Mid Lanark) 
said that if the case of Daly had been 
dealt with under the Explosives Act, 
instead of under the Treason Felony 
Act, and he had been an Englishman or 
Scotchman instead of an Irishman, he 
would not have been sent to penal servi- 
tude for more than 20: years. There 
was no reason in the interests of the 
public why leniency should not be 
adopted. Dynamite conspiracies had 
ceased, and the altered circumstances of 


| the times should be considered. Besides, 


the sense of the community was against 
these long sentences. The Irish people, 
too, thought these political prisoners had 
|suffered excessive punishment already 
| To keep Daly in prison longer would not 
tend to the safety of the public; on the 
contrary, it would tend to arouse feelings 
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of enmity on the part of the Irish people, 
to exasperate them and lead them to 
revenge themselves in some way. 

*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he entered the House a good 
many years ago, and he had always 
thought that one of the most unfortunate 
courses Members of the House could 
adopt was to take sides in matters 
affecting the administration of justice. 
Confidence in the independence, integrity 
and impartiality of those who ad- 
ministered justice was one of our most 
cherished possessions, and if the motives 
of our Judges were to be discussed in 
that House in a light spirit—was it to 
be supposed that Judges did not ade- 
quately weigh the force of Acts of Parlia- 
ment and the bearings of those Acts? 
—such a course would tend to destroy the 
confidence which had been, and he hoped 
ever would be, reposed in our Judges. 
He ventured to hope that at the begin- 
ing of a new Parliament that House 
would not attempt to constitute itself a 
Court of Review in Criminal Cases. 
He remembered the time when the 
House of Commons would refuse to 
listen to appeals in such matters. He 
thought that it would be most unfortunate 
if, after the statements which had been 
made by the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the late Home Secretary, that this 
discussion should be prolonged. He was 
satisfied that the House had perfect con- 
fidence in the impartiality of the learned 
Judges as hon. Members on the Govern- 
ment side had in that of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. He deprecated in 
the strongest possible manner any 
attempt to impute motives to learned 
Judges for the action they had taken in 
criminal cases. In his opinion this 
subject should go no further, because 
every hon. Member must be aware that 
the exercise of the prerogative is conducted 
upon settled and uniform principles 
irrespective of class or nationality. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HARRINGTON 
(Dublin, Harbour) said, that he did not 
intend to detain the House for more 
than a very few minutes. He thought 
that the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary, showed a 
little more kindliness and a readiness 
not to appear too immovable than that 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
late Home Secretary had exhibited on 
former occasions when this question 
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had been brought before the House. 
There was no desire on the part of the 
Irish representatives that the Home 
Office should set aside the principles 
which had previously regulated their 
conduct with regard to these cases. It 
was not their object to press the Home 
Office to adopt a new policy in these 
matters ; but what they desired to point 
out was that the time had arrived when 
a humane view might be taken of this 
case. He thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite was very much mis- 
taken in the view he had taken of the 
intention of the Irish Members in relation 
to this subject. There was no intention 
on their part to abuse the Judges. The 
late Home Secretary had said that, in 
cases where political motives came in, 
there ought to be neither greater leniency 
nor greater severity shown in the sen- 
tences imposed. But every hon. Member 
must be aware that, in these cases, 
political motives had led to greater 
severity in the sentences—not in con- 
sequence of any bias on the part of the 
Judge, but because of the circumstances 
under which the trial had taken place. 
The right hon. Gentleman, therefore, had 
entirely misinterpreted the views of the 
Irish Members on this question. Atten- 
tion had been drawn to the political 
character of the case, not because they 
desired to attribute partiality to the 
Judge, but because they maintained 
that that political character had led 
to heavier sentences being passed than 
would have been the case had there 
been no political element in the case. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary had declared that it was his 
duty, on entering upon his office, to 
bring an open mind to the considera- 
tion of the case. In their Amend- 
ment the Irish Members had merely 
asked that the case should be re- 
considered, and that the peculiar cir- 
cumstances under which the sentence 
was imposed should be taken into 
account, without intending in the least 
degree to impugn the motives of the 
of the Judge or the justice of the verdict 
of the jury, which was founded upon the 
evidence that had been laid before them. 
It was most natural that at a time of 
public terror, when the public peace was 
endangered and when crime was promi- 
nent, the sentences should have 
been marked with severity; but they 
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maintained that, now that that terror had 
passed away, and when the public peace 
was no longer endangered, the time had 
arrived when those sentences might be 
reviewed, and when the dictates of 
mercy might be allowed to prevail. 
That was their whole case. When the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secre- 
tary came to take into consideration the 
whole circumstances of the case, the 
length of the sentences, and the time of 
excitement and of panic when they were 
imposed, which cast upon the Judge the 
duty of passing severe sentences he 
thought that, now all those circumstances 
had passed away, the right hon. Gentle- 
man might find himself in a position to 
reconsider the case. The right hon. 
Gentleman had expressed his readiness 
to take that course, and in these circum- 
stances he would appeal to his hon. 
Friend the Mover of the Amendment to 
withdraw his Amendment, as his object 
in moving it had been attained. 

Mr. CLANCY said that, in view of 
what had fallen from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Home Secretary, he 
asked leave to withdraw his Amendment. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY congratulated the 
hon. Member (Mr. Clancy) on the course 
which he had taken. By that course 
the hon. Member avoided the record 
of an adverse vote. He regretted that 
the same course was not taken three 
years ago, when an enormous majority 
of the House of Commons was given the 
opportunity of voting against the release 
of these prisoners. [Several PARNELLITE 
MemBers: “The same course was 
taken.” | 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. R. J. PRICE (Norfolk, E.) 
rose to move as an Amendment— 


“That this House begs humbly to draw the 
attention of your Majesty to the existing wide- 
spread depression in agriculture, and submits 
that it would be expedient to pass remedial 
measures during the present year.”’ 


He said that this Amendment had 
almost become a hardy annual, but in 
the circumstances of the present year it 
was entitled to special consideration. 
The condition of agriculture, which was 
bad in 1893, was worse in 1894, and was 
worse still now. In 1893 when a similar 
Amendment was proposed to the Address, 
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the Government of the day had a very 
large programme before it, and in that 
programme no special prominence was 
given to agricultural matters. The 
present Government was not in the same 
position. It was not pledged to any large 
programme and the supporters of the Gov- 
ernment in the rural districts had gained 
their many victories by advocating strong 
agricultural reforms. When their 
constituents listened to their speeches 
they could hardly have imagined that 
they were only being promised legislation 
in six or seven months’ time. The con- 
stituencies thought that as soon as 
Parliament met something would be 
done for the amelioration of the con- 
dition of agriculture. The disappoint- 
ment in the country would be very great 
if a majority pledged to agriultural 
reform were to separate in order to 
amuse themselves until next year— 
“fiddling while Rome was burning.” 
In that case, the indignation of the 
constituencies would be considerable. 
Was it not possible for them to have an 
Autumn Session? It was clear that next 
year the Session would be a very busy 
one, apart from agricultural affairs. A 
controversial Irish Land Bill was almost 
promised, which must take up a very 
large part of the time of Parliament, and 
then the financial promises to agricul- 
turists would be redeemed in the Budget, 
and that would occupy a very consider- 
able time. What opportunities then 
would there be for proceeding with the 
other parts of the agricultural pro- 
gramme? This year Parliament had 
not worked very hard. The old Mem- 
bers of Parliament had had a compara- 
tively short sitting before the Dissolution, 
and the new Members were all eager 
for work and wished to distinguish 
themselves. He suggested that Parlia- 
ment should meet again in Novem- 
ber, and was sure that all Members 
representing agricultural constituencies 
would approve that suggestion. In the 
last months of the last Parliament a 
Land Tenure Bill was read a Second 
time. It was opposed, no doubt, by a 
considerable number of gentlemen oppo- 
site, but those who op it said 
distinctly that they did not object to the 
principle of the measure. Let a similar 
Bill be introduced for the purpose of 
improving the position of the tenant 
farmer. He did not impute to the 
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the farmer. Indeed, the Government 
had done very well in appointing as 
Minister for Agriculture a gentleman 
specially qualified to fill that position. 
He hoped that they would realise that 
the new Parliament was perfectly willing 
to work, and was not anxious to separate 
for six months. If they met in November 
they would, he believed, be able to effect 
something of real value for agriculturists. 


After a Land Tenure Bill a Pure Beer | bee 


Bill could be introduced. Farmers 
were very anxious thai a _ Bill of 
that kind should be passed, and if 
the Government would bring it in he 
had no doubt as to its becoming law. 
A third Bill which might well be passed 
would be one to prevent the fraudulent 
sale of foreign meat as English meat. 
He did not believe there was any reason 
why, in a short Autumn Session, the 
three Bills he had described should not 
become law, and he earnestly asked the 
Government in the name of his consti- 
tuency to consider whether they would 
not strain the loyalty of their supporters 
so far as to bring them back in Novem- 
ber, in order to pass some measures 
which would be of service to agriculture. 
He concluded by moving the Amend- 
ment. 

*Mr. H. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
said he could bear out every word that 
the hon. Member had said as to the 
opinion of the people, so far as Norfolk 
was concerned. North-west, north 
and east Norfolk were largely dependent 
for its prosperity on their crops of barley 
and cattle raised for the market. The 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
and his right hon. Friend the President 
of the Local Government Board would 
bear him out in saying that dry 
weather and plentiful sun was neces- 
sary for a successful crop; of barley 
for malting purposes. Great deprecia- 
tion inevitably followed heavy rains. 
Although his neighbours and friends of the 
farming class were mostly Conservatives, 
he sympathised with them in their pre- 
sent distress. His hon. Friend would 
excuse him if he did not join him in his 
enthusiastic demand for an Autumn 
Session; but he heartily joined in 


asking the Government to give some 
assurance to the agricultural interest, 
which had done so much for them in a 
political sense, that it would not be 
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forgotten in their day of prosperity, and 
to promise some measures to assist the 
farmers in their great struggle for exist- 
ence. In the early part of the evening 
his hon. Friend submitted a question to 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
regarding the importation of Canadian 
cattle, and he regretted the nature of 
the reply given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He himself had never been a 
strong party politician, and had always 
n ready to accept measures of relief 
from whichever side they came. He 
was anxious and willing to receive 
such measures from the Government 
now, and he regretted that the right 
hon. Gentleman had not shown a larger 
acquaintance with the eastern part 
of this country in his reply. The 
eastern counties were concerned not 
in the breeding but in the feeding 
of cattle. [Mr. Cuapuin : “No.”| 
Now, the hon. Member for the 
eastern division of Norfolk, when 
he put his question to-night, was 
challenged by the hon. and gallant Gen- 
tleman from Ireland as to whether he 
was not representing specially and only 
the division of which he was the Member. 
If he only represented that division it 
was a great and most important part of 
the agricultural community, but in point 
of fact, his hon. Friend spoke in the 
name of the whole of the feeders of the 
county vf Norfolk, and his appeal was, 
that Canadian store cattle now kept out 
of this country by Order in Council 
should be admitted freely—{Mr. Arcu : 
“Hear, hear!”|—and that the Order 
should be repealed. That the President 
of the Board of Agriculture could do to- 
morrow, in two minutes, by a stroke of 
the pen. In two minutes the right hon. 
Gentleman could restore a large measure 
of prosperity to the farmers of Norfolk, 
and, he believed, to other eastern 
counties as well. The President of the 
Board of Agriculture said in answer :— 
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“That is all very well. You in Norfolk and 
in the eastern counties are buyers of Canadian 
cattle, but you are only afew. The larger part 
of the agricultural community concerned in the 
cattle trade are against the importation, and thus, 
however just your claim may be for the repeal 
of this Order, we cannot listen to it, because there 
is a majority against it.” 


Could anything be more unreasonable 4 
Because two cases of disease had been 
detected by the tremendously clever 
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experts of the department—and he did 
not ‘complain of their being too 
clever at all—the great farming 
community of Norfolk were to be 
ruined by the continuance of this Order. 
This was a very important matter for the 
farmers of Norfolk, who were large feeders 
of cattle. There was a difference between 
breeders and feeders. In Norfolk they did 
not breed, but they fed for the market. 
The provision for feeding this season was 
happily one of the best for many years 
past in their county at the present 
moment, and if the farmers were allowed 
to purchase store cattle freely, the 
existing restrictions being removed, a 
large measure of prosperity would, he 
believed, be restored to the Norfolk 
farmers. What they in Norfolk asked 
for was a measure of justice; they 
were speaking for nearly the whole east 
coast of Great Britain, and his hon. 
Friends from Forfarshire, Aberdeen, 
Dundee and the north-east of Scotland 
would heartily join them in the demand 
they were making for free trade in lean 
cattle in these hard times. [An hon. 
Memser :. “ Disease.”] Oh no; they 
were not free importers of disease, and 
all they asked was that their farmers 
should not be robbed of this opportunity 
of saving themselves from ruin under the 
pretext of importing disease. They 
asked merely for a fair field and no 
favour. 

Mr. ARTHUR JEFFREYS (Hants, 
Basingstoke) observed that, as last 
February he had the honour of pro- 
posing an Amendment somewhat similar 
to this, he should like to say’ a few 
words on the subject. Although the 
hon. Member for Norfolk had des- 
cribed this question as a hardy annual 
he would remind the hon. Member that 
he (Mr. Price) and Gentlemen sitting 
near him had voted against amend- 
ments of this character year after year. 
Of course the Amendment now before 
the House was not in the identical words 
of the one he proposed last February, 
and which was only defeated by the late 
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Government by some eleven or twelve 
votes ; but a little lower on the paper 
there was another Amendment standing 
in the name of an hon. Friend of the 
Member for Norfolk, which was an 
exact copy of the Amendment he (Mr. 
Jeffreys) proposed. Did it not reduce 
the whole thing to a farce, when it was 
remembered that when he and his 
party had proposed amendment after 
amendment during the three years 
the late Government were in office, 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite who now 
submitted this proposal invariably 
voted against such amendments ? 


The hon. Gentleman then voted against 
what the Conservatives proposed. What 
had caused him to alter his mind? There 
had been a General Election, and these 
matters had been discussed. Two or 
three of the gentlemen who used to vote 
against the Amendment had been turned 
out of the county constituencies they 
represented. The hon. Gentleman spoke 
of the marking of foreign beef. He 
(Mr. Jeffreys) had in each of the last 
three Sessions introduced a Bill having 
such an object in view, and yet it had 
been blocked by one of the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. [Mr. Price: “It was not 
blocked by me.”] It was blocked by 
one of the hon. Gentleman’s friends, One 
Wednesday, when the Bill came in for 
Second Reading, one of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s friends said he smelt Protection in 
it, and talked it out. Then the hon. 
Gentleman said, “Why not propose a 
Pure Beer Bill?” and the hon. Member 
for Leicester went in for supporting 
barley. That would only affect a few 
counties in the whole of England. 
Malting barley was only grown in three 
or four counties, and therefore the whole 
of England would not be_ benefited. 
Again, the hon. Member for Leicester 
wished to see Canadian cattle introduced. 
Why, those cattle were kept out of the 
country in order to keep our flocks and 
herds free from disease. He failed to 
see how the hon. Gentleman’s constitu- 
ents would be benefited. 
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*Mr. BROADHURST said, he had not 
a single constituent interested in the 
trade. He only spoke for his Conserva- 
tive farmer friends in Norfolk. 

Mr. JEFFREYS said, he knew a good 
deal about farmers. He had the favour 
to be the Chairman of the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture, and over and 
over again that Chamber had passed 
resolutions against the importation of 
Canadian cattle. The hon. Member for 
Norfolk complained that there were no 
proposals in the Queen’s Speech to 
remedy agricultural depression. There 
were no proposals at all in the Queen’s 
Speech. What the House had todo now 
was to pass the Estimates. It was not 
proposed to introduce this Session any 
measures whatever. “ Oh,” said the hon. 
Gentleman, “ we ought to propose some- 
thing for the benefit of the farmer.” He 
was with the hon. Member there—[Mr. 
Price: “ Well, come on.”|—but what was 
the use of proposing measures now, when 
the Budget of the year had been passed ? 
How could they reduce local taxation 
without a contribution from the Imperial 
Exchequer? A real remedy for the 
present state of affairs was a reduction of 
local taxation. The rates on agricultural 
land ought to be one-fourth what 
they were now, and to bring that 
about there ought to be a grant 
from the Imperial Exchequer. He and 
others had made other suggestions which 
they hoped might now be adopted. They 
had, for instance, proposed a redemp- 
tion of the tithe rent-charge, but that 
could not be done without money. It 
was one of the best things that could be 
done, and had been recommended by a 
Royal Commission. Without going into 
other matters which he would advocate 
next year, he said that to have an 
Autumn Session on purpose to discuss 
agricultural questions would be as great 
a waste of time as the Commission on 
Agriculture was. If any good could be 
done to agriculture, he would be willing 
to attend night after night in the 
Autumn. It wasa mere trick for the hon. 
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Member to pass off his (Mr. Jeffreys’) 
Amendment as his own, and to propose it 
now in the hope that he would find Con- 
servatives voting against it. Surely that 
was turning their Debates into a farce, 
If they reduced the rates it was not a 
few counties alone they would benefit, 
but the whole of the Kingdom. They 
all wanted to have cheap food in the 
country, and yet what did they do? 
They hampered their own home industry 
and got the food from abroad. If cheap 
food was desirable, it must be produced 
at home. And why was it not produced 
at home? Why did they n»t cultivate 
their own land and give employment to 
their own labourers? Why were so many 
acres out of cultivation at present? It 
was not the fault of the soil, for no land 
grew better corn than England. It was 
because the rates on land were so heavy. 
Land out of cultivation did not pay 
rates, just like an uninhabited house, 
and to escape these heavy rates thousands 
of acres were left uncultivated. He 
thought land should be rated on the 
quarter instead of on the whole. The 
rateable value of land was £33,650,000. 
Rates upon that at 2s. 6d. in the £ gave 
£4,200,000. If they were to rate land 
on the quarter instead of on the whole, 
they would have to make up a deficiency 
of £3,150,000, a sum which was nothing 
to a rich country like this; and if the 
country liked to have cheap food, the 
land cultivated, and the labourers em- 
ployed, it would find that £3,150,000 in 
the next Budget. Those were the 
measures the friends of Agriculture had 
to strive for; and those measures he 
would advocate in the next Session. He 
had advocated them before, when they 
had been voted against by hon. Members 
opposite, who now proposed, as a mere 
political trick, a barren Amendment to 
the Address. 

CotoneL WARING (Down, N.) said, 
as a breeder of cattle, that, what cattle 
breeders wanted, in opposing the impor- 
tation of Canadian cattle was not Pro- 
tection. They desired simply to 
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preserve their flocks from disease. 
Successive Presidents of the Board of 
Agriculture had thought it necessary to 
exclude these Canadian cattle, and the 
exclusion was still very properly main- 
tained, and would be, he hoped, until it 
was certain that there was no further 
fear of the importation of disease. Who 
were the people who were crying out 
against these precautions? A few farm- 
ers in Norfolk and a few large graziers 
in Aberdeen, who preferred to import 
cattle and disease from Canada when 
they could get just as good cattle, just as 
cheap, in Ireland. If they did not 
choose to go to Ireland for their cattle, 
the cry of “Justice to Ireland” would 
not sound well in their mouths. 

*Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, East) said, thatthe hon. Member for 
Hampshire complained of Members on 
the Opposition side of the House, making 
these motions and speeches. The 
motions were copied from those which the 
hon. Member himself brought forward. 
[An hon. Memper: “ And which you 
voted against.”] Exactly ; and what was 
the hon. Member going to do, but vote 
against this Motion that night? This 
game of tu quogue could be played ad 
infinitum, the object which they had in 
view was the same as that of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. It was incumbent 
upon the Opposition of the day to press 
upon the Government of the day the 
necessity of giving attention to measures 
of public importance ; and that duty was 
only to be discharged by Members of the 
Opposition. It was absurd to bring for- 
ward these retaliatory charges. As to 
the question of Canadian cattle, there 
were both feeders and breeders in his 
constituency. The question was of 
course administrative, and what his 
constituents expected of the Government 
was the assurance that nothing would 
be done to admit these Canadian cattle 
while there was any risk of the 
importation of disease into this country. 
His constituents were as keen as any 
other that no such risk should be run ; 


VOL. XXXVI. [rourrH sERIEs. | 


{16 Avausr 1895} 


242 


and they were prepared to support the 
present Board, as they supported the 
last, in maintaining the restrictions. 
All they asked was, that the President 
of the Board of Agriculture should keep 
his mind open, and, if he found in the 
future that there were no more diseased 
cattle coming into the country, that 
then the ports should be again opened 
to the free importation of cattle. But 
the President’s primary duty was un- 
doubtedly to see that there should be no 
importation of disease. There was a 
great deal which the officials of the 
Government could do in the way of 
administrative reform when Parliament 
was not sitting. During the Election 
the President of the Board alluded to 
several things which might be done, and, 
among others, to the improvement of 
postal and telegraphic facilities in rural 
districts. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would take that up, he would be doing 
useful work, and would get general 
support. Amongst the various Bills 
which fell through in the last Parliament 
was that relating to the Crofters. The 
part of the Bill in which he himself was 
interested was the extension of the 
Crofters’ Act to Aberdeenshire and the 
north-east of Scotland. The First Lord 
of the Treasury and his colleagues, 
opposed that Bill in the House and 
in the country; but the First Lord 
made a statement in the House with 
regard to compensation to tenants for 
their improvements which had been 
largely quoted in the country, and 
which was of the highest importanée. 
The Opposition were justified in asking 
on the first opportunity, not only whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would adhere 
to that statement, but whether he would 
endeavour, at least in the next Session of 
Parliament,tocarry his proposal into effect. 
The portion of the Crofters Act they 
wished to see applied was the provision 
for a good, cheap, and thorough system 
of compensation for the improvements of 
the smaller tenants and of all tenants in 
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acknowledged the substantial nature of | of immense importance. They should see 
their claim, and it was the most im-| whether it was not possible to relieve 
portant remedy that could be applied to| the burdens which pressed especially 
agricultural depression. He asked for on agricultural land. ty Hear, hear ! ” 
some assurance on this point. ‘There were other matters which had 
*Tne PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | been alluded to. His right hon. Friend 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Watrer|had clearly indicated that it was intended 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby) said it that they should devote themselves to 
was impossible for him, in the time that practical measures of agricultural reform. 
was left, to cover the ground which had What was the suggestion made by the 
been opened up in the previous speeches. 'Mover of this Amendment? They had 
An Autumn Session had been proposed, been in Office one month, and they had 
but no reason had been advanced in | hardly had time to become acquainted 
favour of it, nor had anything been said | with their Departments, and they were 
as to what should be done during that | asked to do that work which those oppo- 
Autumn Session. The hon. Member for site had declined to call on their Govern- 
Leicester suggested the withdrawal of | ment todo. [Cheers.] There were many 
the restrictions on the importation of | other matters to which he should like to 
Canadian cattle. That was a policy refer if he hadtime. [Cries of “Go on; 
which, in the interest of agriculture, he | Adjourn !”) The Department over which 
would certainly not adopt, but, on the | he had the honour to preside’ could do a 
contrary, would strenuously oppose. The | great deal without legislation. They 
policy which had hitherto prevailed in could devote their attention to the law 
his department would be maintained. | as it exists, and they could see that the 
There were parts of the world from which | farmers had as fair a chance as it was 
it was impossible to be certain that there possible to have. They could see that 
was absolute safety from disease; and|he should be able to compete on fair 
he held it to be rt of his duty | terms, and that he should not be com- 
to take care that there should be, not} pelled to compete on unfair terms. 


only little risk, but that there should | Everything that could be done by careful 


be no risk which could be avoided of 
the importation of disease among the 
flocks and herds of this country. [Cheers.] 
It had been suggested that the Govern- 
ment should accept an Amendment which 
was now moved by hon. Gentlemen who 
had devoted all their time and energies 
in the last Parliament to oppose and vote 
against Amendments to the Address 
containing proposals with reference to 
agriculture, which had been submitted 
by supporters of the Government, and 
which did not meet with the acceptance 
of the Government of that day. [‘ No, 
no!”| The hon. Member would benefit 
the fatteners of stock in Norfolk by ad- 
mitting disease, and he would benefit the 
growers of barley by pure beer; but 
the country was not limited to Norfolk. 
They had to think of the whole country, 


attention to his Department should be 
;done in this direction, and he was con- 
'fident that the Government which was 
‘now entrusted with the administration 
of affairs would be ready and prepared 
to introduce measures which would be 
calculated to assist the most depressed 
and suffering industry in the country. 
This was not the opportunity to make 
| proposals of that kind. There was no 
| sincerity in the proposal before the House, 
and his answer was very simple and very 
straight—that when the right time came 
they would be prepared with their pro- 
_posals and suggestions, not merely to 
lay them before the House, but to give 
them practical effect. [Cheers.] 


On the Motion of Mr. CHANNING, 
Debate adjourned to Monday next 


and so far as the Government was con- | 


cerned, they certainly should be prepared | 
to propose, when the opportunity came, | 


which was certainly not in that short 
Session, nor would it be in an Autumn 
Session, measures which would be calcu- 
lated to relieve agriculture. They should 
endeavour to deal with that great ques- 
tion of local taxation; and the great 
burdens which fell upon land were matters 


Mr. 7. R. Buchanan. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved, “ That this House, at its 
jrising, do adjourn till Monday next.”— 
\(Mr. Hanbury.) 
One other Member took and_ sub- 
scribed the Oath required by law. 


House adjourned at Twelve 
o’clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 19th August 1895. 


Tue Lord Foxrorp (£. Limerick) 
chosen Speaker in the absence of the 
Lord Chancellor and the Lords Commis- 
sioners. 


SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY 
acquainted the House that Her Majesty 
had (by Commission) appointed the Earl 
of Limerick Speaker of the House in the 
absence of the Lord Chancellor, the Earl 
of Morley, the Earl of Cork and Orrery, 
the Earl of Lathom, the Earl de Montalt, 
the Viscount Oxenbridge, and the Lord 
Herschell. 


The said Commission was read. 


THE CHIEF ARMY COMMAND. 
LORD WOLSELEY’S APPOINTMENT. 


Lorp MONKSWELL : Seeing my 
noble Friend the Secretary of State for 
War in his place, I take the opportunity 
of asking him whether it is true, as 
reported, that Field Marshal Lord 
Wolseley has been appointed to the 
office of General Officer Commanding- 
in-Chief, and, if so, upon what con- 
ditions ? 

*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of Lanspowye) : 
The noble Lord will recollect that, just 
before the late Government left office, 
my predecessor, Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman, made a statement in another 
place to the effect that, on October 1, 
His Royal Highness the Duke of Cam- 
bridge would relinquish the post which 
he has filled for so long with so much 
distinction and with such devotion to 
the interests of the Army. The then 
Secretary of State took the opportunity 
of explaining to the public certain 
changes which it was proposed to intro- 
duce concurrently with the relinquish- 
ment of office by His Royal Highness. 
My Lords, those changes were of a very 
important and far-reaching character. 
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They affect fundamentally the position 
of the Commander-in-Chief, and of 
the higher members of the Head- 
quarter Staff; and I think your Lord- 
ships will scarcely be surprised that 
we should have desired to have ample 


time in which to consider those proposals 


before adopting them as our own or 
submitting alternative proposals. Those 
proposals are still under our considera- 
tion, and I am not able this evening 
to tell the noble Lord opposite precisely 
to what extent we intend to follow 
the lines laid down by my pre 
decessor. But I am able to make two 
announcements which may, perhaps, be 
of interest. One of them is that His 
Royal Highness will relinquish the chief 
command of the Army, not on the Ist 
of October, as was originally proposed, 
but on the lst of November. This later 
date will, we understand, be more con- 
venient to His Royal Highness, inasmuch 
as it will enable him to undertake certain 
inspections which he has usually made 
during the autumn season of the year. 
The other announcement answers the 
noble Lord’s question. When His Royal 
Highness relinquishes the chief command 
of the Army he will be followed by 
Field-Marshal Viscount Wolseley. All 
that I need add is that it has been clearly 
explained to Lord Wolseley that the 
conditions under which he will hold his 
appointment are still under considera- 
tion, and that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment reserve to themselves an absolutely 
free hand in deciding what changes may 
be necessary in those conditions in the 
interests of the Army and of the public. 

Lorp MONKSWELL: Sir H. Camp- 
bell-Bannerman, from a communication 
I have received from him, will, I know, 
be exceedingly glad to hear that the post 
of Commander-in-Chief, though under 
some different name apparently, is still 
to be retained, because that is in accord- 
ance with a memorandum of his to the 
Commission presided over by the Duke 
of Devonshire. It must not be supposed, 
however, because the post of Commander- 
in-Chief is to be retained, that Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman, who is, of course 
necessarily in ignorance, as we all are, of 
the exact conditions attached to the 
office—it must not be supposed that he 
in all respects agrees with the Report of 
the Hartington Commission, and, of 
course, he will hold himself quite at 
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liberty, when he is able to return to his 
Parliamentary duties, to make any criti- 
cisms in regard to the reorganisation 
of the War Office that he may think 
desirable. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILLS. 


Ordered, that Standing Orders No. 72 
and 82 be suspended for the remainder 
of the Session. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 


Ordered, that the Resolutions of the | 


4th day of July last for the suspension 
of Private and Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bills be held applicable to the 
next Session of Parliament in the case 
of Private Bills and opposed Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Standing Orders considered and 
amended as follows: Provided that the 
Amendments shall not be applicable to 
any Bill now before Parliament : 


Leave out Standing Order No. 12a. 


Standing Order No. 134, leave out 
(“Local Board”) and _ insert 
(“ District Council.”) 


Standing Order No. 139, leave out 
(“limits within”) and _ insert 
(‘lands in or upon ”) ; 

and to be printed as amended.—[ No. 5.] 


LAND FOR MILITARY PURPOSES. 


LorpCASTLETOWN asked the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he would lay 
on the Table of the House all the Papers 
connected with the purchase of Kilworth 
and adjoining lands in Co. Cork for 
military purposes? In explanation of 
the matter, the noble Lord said that 
some two or three years ago attempts 
were being made in the neighbourhood 
of Fermoy and Kilworth, Co. Cork, to 
purchase land for mancuvring purposes. 
He was much interested in the matter, 
having been a soldier, and having certain 
experience and also local knowledge of 


Lord Monkswell, 
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the ground examined for the purpose. 
He was particularly anxious that the 
War Office should acquire the ground at 
as reasonable a rate as possible, consist- 
ently with the rights of the landlords 
and occupiers, but most important of all 
was that the best ground should be 
obtained. He saw the late Under 
Secretary, Lord Sandhurst, on the sub- 
ject. He urged him not to allow the 
matter to be unduly hurried on, as he 
had reason to think that the War Office 
was not being very wisely counselled 
locally, and was in treaty for the most 
expensive ground, and what was con- 
sidered by experts the worst ground for 
the purpose. The noble Lord promised 
to look into the matter, but nothing was 
done. On his return from India last 
May, he found to his dismay that the 
purchase was almost, if nos actually, 
completed, and his object -in moving 
now, was simply to draw attention to 
the facts. He was also desirous to find 
out the legal costs incurred, and to 
compare them with costs of a similar 
nature dealing with the compulsory 
purchase of cottages under the Labourers’ 
Act. 

*Toe Marquess or LANSDOWNE, 
in reply, stated that the purchase of 
the Kilworth site had been decided upon 
before he assumed his present office, and 
he had only been able to make a some- 
what hurried perusal of the rather 
voluminous papers which relate to the 
subject. He did not think it would be 
desirable to lay all the papers on the 
Table, but, if his noble Friend would 
give him an idea privately what were 
the particular documents which he 
would like to have, he would do his best 
to produce them. The purchase of this 
particular site was, he found, first 
suggested by the General Officer Com- 
manding in Cork District in 1891. He 
had manceuvred over the ground and 
formed a very high opinion of it on 
account of its suitableness for manceuvres 
and also because of the facilities which 
it offered for rifle ranges. The 
ground was inspected by the Royal 
Engineers and also by the Medical 
Officers. It was reported that some 
parts of it were somewhat boggy, but 
that about 95 acres on the west side 
were well suited for camping ground. 
There was an excellent water supply 
and the elevation was good, and 
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there was room for a_ safe rifle 
range for three battalions, and three other 
safe sites for field firing. Lord 
Wolseley reported upon the site in 
1892, after a personal inspection, to the 
effect that he considered it most suit- 
able for mancuvring, not suitable 
for the training of a large force of 
cavalry, but very suitable for the 
efficient instruction of a small force. 
Lord Wolseley also dwelt on the excel- 
lence of the water supply and the roads, 
and he appeared to have recommended 
that the site should be acquired. With 
regard to the cost of the transaction, he 
was not able to tell his noble Friend any- 
thing as to the legal costs, but he found 
that the original estimate of the value 
of the property, made on the basis of 
voluntary sale, was somewhere about 
£21,000. The necessary steps were 
taken for acquiring the property 
under the Defence Act, but he had 
ascertained that the late Govern- 
ment were reluctant to sanction any 
course that involved the compulsory 
acquisition of the tenants’ interest. It 
therefore became necessary for the 
Crown Solicitor and the Chief Engineer 
to meet the tenants and to make the 
best bargain with them of which the 
circumstances admitted. The result was 
that the tenants’ interests were bought 
for a sum of £9,717. That sum included 
something on account of the growing 
crops which were upon the land, and no 
doubt that was a proper arrangement. 
He found that the owners had not yet 
been settled with for their interests. 
Their interests included a certain amount 
of compensation for timber, but the 
whole cost, for a property which 
included some 6,000 acres, was expected 
to reach a sum of between £23,000 and 
£24,000. 

Lorp CASTLETOWN, while thank- 
ing Lord Lansdowne, said the point 
he wished to lay stress upon was that 
alternative sites placed before the 
Government were not dealt with, and 
that if local knowledge and _ local 
expert guidance had been utilised in 
looking into the alternative lands, a 
better and cheaper site could have been 
found. 

*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
said he was advised that the alternative 
sites were not quite suitable for 


Manceuvring purposes. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


The following Bills (pursuant to the 
Resolutions of the 4th of July last re- 
specting Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bills) were brought from the Commons , 
read 1*; referred to the Examiners ; 
and to be read 2* on Thursday next 
—(The Lord Harris). 


BrinE Pumpina (COMPENSATION FOR 
SUBSIDENCE) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


Loca, GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 3) Brut. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 7) Bint. 


Locat GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 10) Brut. 


Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 14) Bit. 


Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 15) Britt. 


Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 16) Brit. 


Loca. GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 17) Brit. 


Loca. GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 18) Brut. 


Pier AND HarsBour PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 2) Brut. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1°, 
and (pursuant to the Resolutions of the 
4th of July last respecting Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills) read 2* and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next.—(The Lord 


Harris.) 


House adjourned at Ten minutes before 
Five o’clock, to Thursday next, 
a quarter past Four o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 19th August 1896. | 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Epucation ProvisionaAL OrpER Con- 
FIRMATION (Lonpon) Butt [u.1.], 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (TOTTENHAM) 
Bu [u.1.], 





Read a second time, and committed. 





Ordered,—That Standing Orders 2084 
and 211 be suspended in the case of Bills 
to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Certificate proceeded with in the present 
Session under the Standing Orders of 
the 2nd July last. 


Ordered,—-That the said Bills be re- 
ferred to a Committee consisting of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Sir John 
Mowbray, and a Referee. 


Ordered,—That Two be the quorum. 


Ordered,—That the Committee have 
leave to sit and proceed forthwith.—/( Mr. 
Mellor.) 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 19) Brut, and 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PRovISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 20) Brix. 


Ordered,—That these Bills be com- 
mitted to the Committee on Provisional 
Order Bills appointed this day.—/ Mr. 
T. W. Russell.) 


NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


Account [presented 16th August] to 
be printed.—{ No. 424.] 
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CHARITABLE. ENDOWMENTS 
(LONDON). 
Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House. 


Further return relative thereto [or- 
dered 2nd August 1894] to be printed. 
—[No. 425.] 


QUESTIONS 


H.MS. “RINGAROOMA.” 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON 
(Canterbury): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, with regard to 
the case of Surgeon Lea, of H.MS. 
Ringarooma, who, doubting che mental 
fitness of Captain Johnson for the com- 


'mand of the ship, had him put on the 


sick list, whereupon the captain put the 
doctor under arrest, from which he was 
released almost at once by the senior 
naval officer of the port; what was the 
finding of the court martial convened by 
Admiral Bridge to try Surgeon Lea; 
whether he is aware that the court 


ruled that they had not anything to do 


with the question of the captain’s health, 
and refused to hear evidence on the 
point of--his mental fitness, and also 
refused Surgeon Lea’s offer to produce 
medical evidence ; whether telegrams and 
reports have been received at the Ad- 
miralty from Sydney, where the court 
martial was held, and what decision has 
been come to on the question ; what 
length of service has Surgeon Lea had ; 
and whether it is a fact that his record 
is an untarnished one ? 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscnen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): This ques- 
tion is still under consideration, and I 
shall be obliged if the hon. Member will 
postpone it. 


POSTAL CYCLIST CORPS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: 
I beg to ask the Representative of 
the Postmaster General, whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that the French Postal Authorities have 
authorised the formation of a cyclist 
staff for the delivery of telegrams, and 
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have contributed a sum sufficient to pay 
for the hire-purchase of the machines ; 
whether he is aware that in isolated cases 
London postmen use their own machines 
for travelling between distant offices ; 
and, whether he will authorise the 
establishment of cyclist corps in this 
country for the more speedy delivery of 
telegrams and express letters in the 
large towns and along the country roads, 
and contribute towards the cost of the 
machines required ? 

THE SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
——The Postmaster General has no official 
information as to a cyclist staff having 
been authorised by the French Admin- 
istration of Posts and Telegraphs for the 
delivery of telegrams. In a few cases 
London postmen use their own machines 
for the collection of letters. The ques- 
tion of the use of cycles for postal and 
telegraph purposes has been for some 
time under the consideration of the 
Post Office, and they are already being 
tried in certain localities. 


POST CARDS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
to ask the Representative of the Post- 
master General—(1) whether he is aware 
that large numbers of plain (or private) 
postcards, bearing adhesive penny stamps, 
are only delivered abroad on payment 
of a fine of 3d. (or 30 centimes) in every 
case, solely on account of the absence of 
the printed words “post card” on the 
cards delivered ; and, whether the Post 
Office will make arrangements with 
Foreign Post Offices that the required 
words may be written by the sender, or 
omitted, so that large quantities of pri- 
vate post cards may not be disqualified 
for use in Foreign correspondence, and 
the recipients heavily fined for the 
senders’ want of knowledge of the rules. 

The hon. Member further asked (2) 
the Representative of the Postmaster 
General, whether, referring to the hon. 
Member for Canterbury’s question in the 
House of Commons on 8th April 1895, 
requesting the Postmaster General to 
state under what authority, statutory or 
other, the fine levied on the delivery of 
an unstamped post card amounts to four 
times the deficient postage, whereas in- 
sufficiently stamped letters and news- 
papers are only charged double the 
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deficiency, and to the correspondence 
which has since passed between the 
hon. Member and the Post Office, dated 
the 29th of April, the 11th of May, he 
24th of May, and the 1lth of June,the 
supports the course taken by his pre- 
decessor against any reduction in the 
fine complained of; and, if so, upon 
what ground } 


*Mr. HANBURY: With respect to 
the first question, the Postal Union Con- 
vention requires that a post card shall 
have the words “Post Card” clearly 
printed upon it. The Postmaster-General 
cannot alter the requirements of the 
Union, and foreign post cards which do 
not conform to these requirements will 
be liable to be surcharged as letters. 
With respect to the second question, the 
essential feature of the private post card 
is that it must be prepaid. The rule is 
very clearly explained on page 6 of the 
“ Postal Guide,” where it is stated that 
a private card without a stamp is not a 
post card, but a letter. The hon. Mem- 
ber is aware that the authority for the 
rule is the Treasury Warrant of August 
24th 1894. 


EAST LONDON WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he has made any arrange- 
ments with the East London Water 
Company with regard to reverting to the 
constant service system, with a view of 
preventing an increase of the disease and 
sickness which is so prevalent at the 
present time ? 


Toe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. 
Cuapuin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I 
understand that the Company have now 
extended the hours of supply from about 
six in the morning until about five in the 
afternoon daily, thus giving a continuous 
supply of 11 hours. In reply to the 
other part of my hon. Friend’s question, 
I am much obliged to him for his courtesy 
in giving me ample notice of his inten- 
tion. But I do not think there is 
anything I can add to the statement 
which I made in reply to another question 
on Friday last. 
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BALLOON PARACHUTE ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (1) whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the number of fatal 
accidents which have recently occurred 
to women who have descended from 
balloons in parachutes ; (2) and, whether 
he will issue an order making it illegal 
for any performance to take place in 
future by which the lives of the per- 
formers are risked by these senseless 
exhibitions ? 

THe SECRETARY OF STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
W. Ripvtey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : I 
have seen in the newspapers reports of 
the accidents referred to. I can only 
repeat what has been more than once 
stated in this House by my predecessors, 
that, however foolish and degrading such 
exhibitions as the hon. Member mentions 
may be, there is no power to interfere 
with them by law, except in the case of 
children under 14. 


NAVAL SHIPBUILDING CONTRACTS. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that, owing to a 
clause inserted in recent specifications 
for line-of-battleships, sent to the ship- 
builders in the East End of London to 
tender, that the said firms have found it 
impossible to tender; and, whether he 
will adopt means to expunge that clause 
from all future specifications, so as to 
place the shipbuilding firms of the East 
End of London in the position they 
hitherto enjoyed, »by which they will be 
able to tender for future contracts ? 

Mr. G. J. GOSCHEN : I have had 
the question of the forms of tender for 
battleships under my most anxious con- 
sideration for the last few weeks. That 
is all I am prepared to say at the present 
moment, but the hon. Member may rest 
assured that I am giving the question 
my personal and earnest attention. 


RESIGNATION OF THE COMMANDER- 


IN-CHIEF. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal. 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, having regard 
to the statement made on the 21st June 
last by the Secretary of State for War in 
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the late Administration, that the resigna- 
tion by His Royal Highness the Duke 
of Cambridge of the Commandership in 
Chief of the Army would take effect on 
the Ist of October, the name of his 
successor in that position will be 
announced now or before discussion in 
Committee of Supply on the Army 
Estimates ? 

*TueE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford): The name of His 
Royal Highness’s successor will be 
announced before discussion in Com- 
mittee of Supply on Army Estimates ; 
and the Secretary of State for War will 
make a statement on the subject in 
another place this evening. 

Mr.MACNEILL : Are we notentitled 
to hear that statement which is going to 
be made in the other House by the 
Secretary of State? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : I think the hon. 
Gentleman will understand that upon a 
subject of this importance it is not 
desirable to anticipate a statement which 
will be made shortly by the Secretary of 
State. 


H.M.S. “MINOTAUR.” 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he can say when H.M.S. Minotaur 
will take up her station as training ship 
in Cork Harbour 4 

*Toe SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. W. E. Macarrney, 
Antrim, 8.): A large number of pre- 
liminary arrangements have to be con- 
sidered before a training ship can be 
stationed at a fresh locality. These 
arrangements are now under discussion, 
and no conclusion has yet been arrived 
at. 

Carrain DONELAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the decision to 
station this training ship in Cork Har- 
bour was announced early last March by 
the late First Lord of the Admiralty? 
Can the hon. Member give any reason 
for the long delay that has taken 
place? 

*Mr. MACARTNEY: There may 
have been some private communications ; 
but I am not aware that any announce- 
ment to that effect was made in the 
House. 
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Caprain DONELAN : May I remind 
the hon. Member that the announcement 
was contained in the statement of the 
late First Lord of the Admiralty which 
was made in the House on the 7th of 
March # 

*Mr. MACARTNEY : Further ques- 
tions were put by the hon. Member, and 
answers given on behalf of the Admiralty; 
but no decisive answer is reported. 
There are many important preliminary 
arrangements to be considered, and no 
final decision has yet been arrived at. 

Caprain DONELAN: Do I under- 
stand the reply to be that no final deci- 
sion has been arrived at with regard to 
the transfer of a ship to Cork Harbour ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I think the 
hon. Member must give notice of that 
question, which is different from the 
question on the paper. 


CHANNEL SQUADRON. 
Caprain DONELAN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, whether 
the Channel Squadron will visit Queens- 
town this year ? 
*Mr. MACARTNEY : It is not con- 
templated that the Channel Fleet will 
visit Queenstown this year. 


POLICE PENSIONS. 

Mr. T. H. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, 
N.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, 
if he will make inquiry into the condi- 
tions of granting pensions to the Scottish 
police, with the view to placing the 
Scottish police on the same footing as 
the English police in respect of their 
pensions ? 

Mr. W. THORBURN (Peebles and 
Selkirk): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate, whether his attention has been 
drawn to the inequality as regards 
retiring pensions between the English 
and Scotch county police forces. And, 
if he will give his consideration to the 
subject, with a view of removing the 
inequality which the Scotch police com- 
plain of ? 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CuarLes Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities) : In reply to this 
question and to a similar question by the 
hon. Member for Peebles and Selkirk, I 
have to say the Secretary for Scotland 
will consider this subject, and if the hon. 
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Members have any representation to 
make to him on the matter, he will be 
glad to receive it in writing. 


CHITRAL. 

*Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India, whether, in accordance 
with Section 54 of the Government of 
India Act, 1858, the fact that orders were 
sent directing the actual commencement 
of hostilities beyond the external fron- 
tiers of India, were as regards the 
Chitral Expedition, communicated to 
both Houses of Parliament within three 
months after the sending of such order ; 
and, if not, why this has not been done ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Georce Hamitron, Ealing, 
Middlesex): No communication under 
the Act has been made to Parliament 
as regards Chitral. The orders sent for 
the advance of a force to relieve the 
Political Agent in Chitral have not been 
held to be of a nature to fall within the 
provisions of Section 54. An examina- 
tion of the precedents shows that the 
Section has never been held to apply to 
cases such as the present, where the 
operations have been carried on with 
frontier tribes, and not an organised 
Power beyond Her Majesty’s Indian 
Protectorate. The only cases in which 
the consent of Parliament has been asked 
since the Act of 1858 was passed, are 
those when hostilities were carried on 
in Abyssinia, Afghanistan, Egypt and 
Burma. As the House has already been 
informed by the right hon. the First 
Lord of the Treasury, papers relating to 
the Chitral Expedition, including the 
most recent instructions, will be laid 
on the Table of the House as early as 
possible. 

*Sir W. WEDDERBURN asked 
whether the noble Lord considered 
Chitral within the external frontiers of 
India ? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : Yes. 

Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) asked the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the papers relating 
to Chitral would be laid on the Table 
before the Indian Budget was intro- 
duced ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) replied in the affirmative, but added 
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that he did not think the Indian Budget 
should be taken until Supply was finished, 
and he hoped that would not take very 
long. 

Mr. W. J. GALLOWAY (Manches- 
ter, S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India, whether the troops 
now in Chitral are to form a permanent 
force of occupation ; if not, which regi- 
ments are to be withdrawn ; and can he 
state an approximate date when such 
withdrawal will take place ? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : There 
will be a permanent force in Chitral 
territory, consisting of two native infan- 
try regiments, two guns of a mountain 
battery, and one company of sappers. 
What particular regiments will be 
selected I cannot say, but the Govern- 
ment of India, I understand, propose to 
withdraw the Pioneer battalion now 
there. Thus the addition to the force in 
the whole Gilgit Agency will be one 
regiment, one company of sappers, and 
one mountain battery. The withdrawal 
of the Pioneer regiment will take place 
as soon as the necessary arrangements 
can be made. [“ Hear, hear! ”] 


NEWCASTLE PIER, COUNTY DOWN. 

Mr. M. M‘CARTAN (Down, §.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware of the dangerous 
state of Newcastle Pier, County Down, 
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Mr. HANBURY: I am afraid that I 
must refer the hon. Gentleman and my 
hon. Friend behind me to the offer that 
was made by my predecessor on the 10th 
May last, to which no reply appears to 
have been received. What Sir John 
Hibbert said on that occasion was as 
follows :— 


“The Pier is vested in the County Authorities 
and its ruin is due, not to faulty construction, 
but to their neglect to make timely repairs. If 
the Grand Jury is prepared to present for the 
amount tlhe j the Government on their side 
would be willing to assist by making a loan 
repayable in a term of years, and the Engineer 
of the Board of Works would make the necessary 
report and estimate, under the provisions of the 
Act 16 and 17 Vict. cap. 136.” 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) 
asked whether the right hon. Gentleman 
would consider the matter during the 
recess. 

Mr. HANBURY: I will certainly 
consider it. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN asked whether the 
| Authorities upon the spot were agreed 
| that the ruin of the pier was due to its 
| faulty construction by the Irish Board 
|of Works. 
| Mr. HANBURY: That I do not 
| know, but I will make inquiries into the 
matter. 





| 
| BELFAST LOUGH LIGHTS. 

Mr. M’CARTAN : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, with 





which is now a total wreck ; whether! reference to the fog siren on Mew 
his attention has been called to the last | Island, at the entrance to Belfast Lough, 


Report of the Inspectors of Irish| whether the Commissioners of Irish 
Fisheries, where it is reported by the} 


divisional officer of the district that a good 
harbour at Newcastle would undoubtedly 
give a great impetus to the fishing in- 
dustry on this coast, and, again, that it 
would be very valuable for landing fish 


and for refuge ; and, whether, consider- | 
ing the danger to which the fishermen 


are now exposed and the urgent necessity 
for a harbour at Newcastle, he will con- 
sider the desirability of sending an 
independent engineer to report to him on 
the matter ? 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.) 
said, that before the right hon. Gentle- 
man considered the question he should 
like to ask him to give this matter his 
most favourable consideration, seeing 
that the Government were so anxious to 
foster the fishing industry of Ireland. 


First Lord of the Treasury. 


Lights, after their long experiments, 
have yet come to a decision as to the 
improvements to be made ; whether he 
is aware of the damage recently done to 
shipping on the county Down coast by 
reason of the inadequacy of the siren on 
Mew Island, and if he is aware of the 
constant dread of master mariners 
sailing to and from Belfast whenentering 
or leaving Belfast Lough during a fog ; 
and whether something will be done 
without further delay to remedy this 
dangerous defect. 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircuig, Croy- 
don): As the result of the experiments 
with fog sirens, recently made at Mew 
Island, the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
have, with the view of remedying the 
| Haren complained of, recommended that 
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a second fog siren be established at 
Mew Island. This recommendation, 
having been approved by the Trinity 
House, has been sanctioned by the Board 
of Trade, and I am informed by the 
Commissioners that the work will be 
proceeded with at once. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION ACT, 1892. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland (1) whether he is aware that 
the Board of Works in Ireland were, 
at the Castleconnell: Petty Sessions, 
on the 5th instant, fined in the 
sum of £1,820 and costs for having 
failed to provide a Queen’s gap in 
two eel weirs on the Shannon; that 
the magistrates, in imposing this heavy 
penalty, acted on a decision of the Irish 
Court of Queen’s Bench ; and that such 
decision was based on the repeal of s. 41 
of the 5 & 6 Vic., c. 106, and other 
enactments by The Statute Law Revision 
Act, 1892 ; (2) whether, seeing that the 
Statute Law Revision Acts are confined 
to repealing enactments which have 
become obsolete, and are understood to 
effect no practical change in the Law, 
he can explain how it happened that 
important enactments, such as_ those 
referred to, were repealed in this way, 
with the consequences described ; 
(3) who is the official responsible for 
this repeal ; and (4) whether any Vote 
for his salary appears on the Estimates 4 

*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): The facts are stated in the 
first paragraph with substantial accuracy, 
except that the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench Division was not based upon the 
express repeal by the Statute Law 
Revision Act of 1892 of Section 41 of 
the 5 & 6 Vic. c. 106, but on the 
implied repeal of this Section by the 9th 
Section and 3 following of the 26 & 27 
Vic, cap. 114. With regard to the second 
paragraph of the Question, the repeal of 
this Section by the Act of 1892 was, 
under the circumstances, and according 
to the judgment of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, correct. Statute Law Revision 
Bills are prepared under the superinten- 
dence of the Statute Law Revision 
Committee, and any doubtful points 
affecting Ireland are referred to the 
Irish Attorney General. As to the 
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concluding paragraph, both the salary of 
the Attorney General and the expenses 
of the Statute Law Revision Committee 
are provided for in the Estimates. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
IN IRELAND. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland— 
(1) whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that though Towns Com- 
missioners in Ireland are by s. 99 of 
The Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, enabled to put Part III. of 
that Act into operation, and consequently 
to acquire lands for the purpose, neither 
that nor any other existing Act con- 
stitutes them a corporate body for the 
purpose of having the land vested in 
them, with the result that the land has 
to be leased or conveyed to individual 
Commissioners with resulting inconveni- 
ence and law costs whenever such Com- 
missioners cease to be Commissioners ; 
(2) whether he is aware that s. 4, ss. 7, 
of The Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1871, made provision for such cases, but 
was inadvertently repealed by The 
Public Health (Ireland) Act, 1878 ; (3) 
Whether under s. 67, ss. 3, of The Hous- 
ing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 
other bodies putting the Act into force 
are constituted corporate bodies for the 
purpose of holding lands ; and (4) whether 
he will introduce a Bill reviving s, 4, 
ss. 7, of The Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 18711 


*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND: My attention has been 
called to doubts which have arisen upon 
the point mentioned in the first para- 
graph of the question, but I am informed 
that no case of the kind referred to has 
come within the knowledge of the Local 
Government Board. The facts are as 
stated in the second and third paragraphs 
of the question, save that I am unable to 
say that the repeal of s. 4, ss. 7, of the 
Act of 1871 by the Act of 1878 was in- 
advertent. I hope to be able next 
Session to propose legislation in the 
direction suggested in the fourth para- 
graph of the question. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 


whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
aware that two bodies of Town Com- 


missioners had acquired land for the: 
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purposes of this Act, and that in the 
cases of those two bodies the question 
arose ? 

*Tuzt ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND: No such cases have come 
within the knowledge of the Local 
Government Board. Iam not otherwise 


able to answer the hon. Member’s 
question. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 


whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
aware that the Local Government Board 
had had applications from the Middleton 
and Skibbereen Town Commissioners ? 

*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND: I am not aware of that 
fact. If the hon. Gentleman will kindly 
repeat the question I will have an inquiry 
made in the meantime. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, whether it is the practice of 
local authorities in England acquiring 
land under Section 57, Sub-section 1, of 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890, specifically for the purposes of 
Part ITI. of that Act to obtain from the 
Local Government Board their consent, 
as provided in Section 57, Sub-section 3, 
to the appropriation of the rate for the 
purpose for which it has been acquired, 
or whether the local authorities have 
dispensed with such consent; and, 
whether, if such consents have been dis- 
pensed with, such action of the local 
authorities is legal ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: In no case has a 
local authority applied to the Local Gov- 
ernment Board for their consent to the 
appropriation of land under the circum- 
stances mentioned in the question. I 
am not prepared to say that the action 
of the authorities in dispensing with such 
consent is illegal, or that any interven- 
tion on the part of the Board is necessary 
in such cases where the consent is not 
obtained. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY inquired 
whether the Local Government Board 
had taken advice on the question, and, 
if so, whether they were satisfied with 
the advice received 1 

Mr. CHAPLIN : We have taken the 
opinion of our own officers. 


FIJI REVENUE. 
Mr. J. F. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether he is in a position 


Mr. Maurice Healy. 
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to report the result of the departmental 
conference with Sir J. B. Thurston, 
Governor of Fiji, as to the practical 
working of the native taxation scheme 
and the objections that have been urged 
against it ; and, whether any reforms in 
the mode of raising the revenue in the 
Crown Colony of Fiji are contemplated ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. JosepH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): Owing partly 
to the change of administration and 
partly to the ill-health of Sir John 
Thurston, the conference has not yet 
taken place. I am, therefore, unable to 
make any further statement at present. 
My predecessor in office, dealing with a 
similar question, said that he had no in- 
tention of making any -alteration. 
[“ Hear, hear !”] 


FATAL ACCIDENTS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 
1895. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, whether 
his attention has been called to the 
remarks of Sheriff-Substitute Gebbie, at 
Dumbarton, on the 5th inst. in a case 
under the Fatal Accidents (Scotland) 
Act, 1895, in which he expressed his 
opinion that the Act was uncalled for 
and unnecessary, and would not accom- 
plish any good purpose, although it would 
materially add to the expenditure of the 
country, and cast upon the officials a 
very large additional amount of work, as 
well as causing very great inconvenience 
to jurymen called from their homes and 
business to act upon such inquests; 
whether it was within the province of 
the Sheriff Substitute, on such an occa- 
sion, to make any such remarks or 
criticism upon an Act so recently passed 
by the Legislature, and which was only 
coming into operation ; and, whether the 
Government intend to take any notice 
of the conduct of the Sheriff-Substitute ? 

Toe LORD ADVOCATE: I have 
referred to the Sheriff's remarks com- 
plained of. The statute made large 
alterations in procedure, and in such a 
case it is not unusual for a Judge to give 
his view of the operation of an Act. The 
remarks made do not suggest that the 
Sheriff will not loyally carry out the pro- 
visions of the Act, and they are not so 
clearly:beyond his provision as to present 
a case for my interference. 
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IRISH MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to the 
repeated delays in the mail service to 
the North of Ireland, via Stranraer and 
Larne, occurring chiefly between Carlisle 
and Stranraer ; whether any steps will 
be taken to secure regularity; and 
whether he will consent to the return on 
the subject on the Paper for this day? 

Mr. HANBURY: The working of 
the Stranraer and Larne service is care- 
fully watched day by day, and if any 
serious irregularity occurs representa- 
tions are made to the companies in fault. 
Such representations have been made 
during the present month, and it is hoped 
that they will have a good effect. There 
is no objection to furnishing the return 
asked for by the hon. Member, and it is 
now being prepared for the four months 
from April 1 to the 3lst ult. [ Hear, 
hear ! ”] 
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LONDONDERRY SHIRT INDUSTRY. 

Mr. KNOX: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the difficulties of applying Section 14 of 
the Factories and Workshops Act, 1895, 
to the shirt industry of Londonderry 
and its neighbourhood; and whether, 
before deciding to apply the section to 
this district, he will consider representa- 
tions from those concerned in the manu- 
facture 1 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY: The section 
will come into force on the lst Janu- 
ary next, and I have no power to 
suspend or modify its application. This 
could only be done by an Amending Act. 
After the careful consideration given 
to this question by the Grand Committee 
in the last Parliament, I cannot think 
that it would be right to propose any 
amendment of the section, at any rate 
until fair trial has been given to its 
operation both in Londonderry and else- 
where. 


OMNIBUS TRAFFIC IN CHEAPSIDE. 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, under what autho- 
rity the Commissioner of Police for the 
City of London has made regulations 
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determining the course to be pursued by 
some omnibuses passing through the City, 
preventing these omnibuses traversing 
Cheapside ; whether the Home Secretary, 
on the 27th July, 1895, approved of 
these regulations ; whether the attention 
of the Secretary of State has been drawn 
to the provision contained in Section 11, 
Sub-Section (2), of The Metropolitan 
Streets Act, 1867, prohibiting the 
Commisioner of Police and the Secretary 
of State from limiting the number of 
Metropolitan stage carriages that may 
pass down any street in pursuance of 
their ordinary trade; whether these 
regulations violate the above provision, 
in that they limit the number of Metro- 
politan stage carriages that may pass 
down Cheapside; and, has he with- 
drawn, or does he intend to withdraw, 
his approval of these regulations. 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY: The regula- 
tions were made under Section 11 of the 
Metropolitan Streets Act, 1867, and 
were approved by me on the date men- 
tioned. My attention was drawn to the 
provision of the Act quoted, which I do 
not think is violated by the regulations 
in question, although the point is 
not absolutely free from doubt. The 
regulations were made for the public 
convenience, and I do not intend to 
withdraw my approval from them. 
Regulations equally open to the objection 
raised by the hon. Member were approved 
by my predecessors in 1877 and in 1891 ; 
and if there be a doubt as to their legal 
validity, it must be settled by the Law 
Courts. [‘Hear, hear ?”] 


ST. CLEARS PARISH COUNCIL, CAR- 
MARTHEN. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmar- 
then, W) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the Parish 
Council for St. Clears, in the county of 
Carmarthen, petitioned the Standing 
Joint Committee for the use of the 
magistrates’ room for the purpose of 
holding their meetings in it (the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
having determined that the room was 
suitable for holding such meetings), and 
the Council being therefore entitled by 
Law to the use of the room; whether 
he is aware that this decision was 
communicated in June of the present 
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year to the Standing Joint Committee, 
and they again declined to grant the 
Parish Council the use of the room ; and, 
whether he will state the course the 
parish council should adopt in order to 
enforce their legal rights ? 

Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: It is 
the case that my predecessor determined, 
under the power conferred on him by 
the Local Government Act, 1894, that 
the room in question was a suitable 
place for holding the meetings of the 
Parish Council; and that this deter- 
mination was in June last communicated 
to the Standing Joint Committee. 
Apparently through a misunderstanding 
as to the effect of this decision, the 
Committee did not give effect to it. I 
am now in communication with the 
Committee, and I am in hope that a 
friendly settlement will shortly be 
arrived at in the matter. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE, CORK. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (1) whether Mr. 
England, Professor of Natural Philo- 
sophy in the Queen’s College, Cork, was 
at the end of last year retired from that 
position under the “65 Rule,” which at 
that date was considered to apply to the 
case of Queen’s College Professors ; 
(2) whether, since then, in the case of 
Dr. Moffatt, of Queen’s College, Galway, 
it has been decided that the “65 Rule” 
does not apply to Queen’s College Profes- 
sorships ; (3) what loss in salary Professor 
England has suffered by his compulsory 
retirement ; and (4) whether it is intend- 
ed to compensate him for the injury he 
has sustained by the mistaken application 
of the rule to his case? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Mr. England was retired on 
December 22, 1894, when he had attain- 
ed his 69th year of age and his 42nd 
year of service. The emoluments of his 
appointment were returned at £464. 10s., 
and he was awarded a pension of 
£309. 13s. 4d.—the maximum pension 
he could become entitled to. With re- 
gard to the second paragraph, the 
application of the Order as a matter of 
policy to the Queen’s Colleges was re- 
ferred to the late Lord Chancellor, who 
held that the regulations contained in 


Mr. Lloyd Morgan. 
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the Order “ ought not” to apply to these 
colleges, and the Treasury have since ap- 
pointed a Committee to inquire whether 
any, and what, age limit should be 
applied for compulsory retirement in 
them. I am not, however, aware that 
the Committee has yet made its Report. 
In reply to the last paragraph of the 
question, I am disposed to concur in the 
opinion expressed by my predecessor, 
who had a similar application before 
him, viz., that, under all the circum- 
stances, the case presents no feature of 
hardship, and that it is not one in which 
any special recommendation could be 
made to the Treasury. [‘ Hear, hear !” 

Mr. EDWARD CARSON (Dublin 
University) asked whether it was the 
fact that Professor England was com- 
pelled to retire under a rule which was 
subsequently held not to apply to his 
case ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, 
Sir, the rule does apply to his case. 

Mr. CARSON asked whether it had 
not been held in Dr. Moffatt’s case that 
the rule did not apply ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, 
Sir, I believe not. 


Legislation. 


In answer to Mr. Maurice HEALy. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, that 
he believed that Dr. Moffatt was re- 
instated, and that the warrant was 
withdrawn in his case. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
prepared to lay upon the Table the 
Report of the Commission dealing with 
the 65th Rule? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, that 
he would consider the matter. 


IRISH LAND LEGISLATION. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will 
lay upon the Table of the House copies 
of the communications between himself 
and the Land Commission relating to 
the proposed legislation on the Land 
Question recently referred to by him? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
considered the case to which the hon. 
and learned Member referred me as @ 
precedent, and have come to the con- 
clusion that there is not sufficient analogy 
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between that case and the present one to 
render it incumbent on me to depart 
from the ordinary rule in these matters, 
The communications now in question 
were departmental. It is not the prac- 
tice to publish correspondence of that 
nature, and it does not appear to me 
that any public purpose could be served 
by making an exception in the present 
instance, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would give the 
House an assurance that in future he 
would give up having any such com- 
munications? [Cries of “Order !”] 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do 
not think that it would be expedient 
under any circumstances to undertake 
not to make departmental communica- 
tions. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman seriously contend 
that Judges of the High Court in 
Ireland are officers of this Department ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
the Land Commission which is a part of 
the Government. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would ask 
whether, as a fair rent can be fixed in 
these Courts as well as in the County 
Courts, Mr. Justice Bewley considered 
that it would be proper——- 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: On the point 
of order —— [Ministerial Cries of 
“ Order !” 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should give notice. I have already said 
that in my opinion it is not a question 
arising from the question on the Paper. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The better 
course will be that I should raise the 
whole question on the salary of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I therefore beg to 
give notice that I shall do so. 


SCOTCH PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE. 

Mr. W. THORBURN : I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate, whether it is the 
intention of the Government to intro- 
duce a Bill next Session dealing with 
Private Bill Procedure in Scotland ? 
*THeE LORD ADVOCATE: I am 
unable to give any undertaking as to 
the legislative proposals for next Session ; 
but I can assure the hon. Member that 
the subject he refers to will have careful 
consideration. 


{19 Avaust 1895} 





Election. 
NORTH DERRY ELECTION. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland—(1) 
whether he was correctly reported in the 
Belfast News Letter to have said on the 
18th of July, in speaking of his opponent 
in North Derry, Mr. Houston, Q.C., 
that Dr. Houston had one great advan- 
tage in coming to the constituency. The 
time was short, therefore they would see 
little of him, hear little of him, and 
learn little of him, and that was his 
chance. If they saw as much of him, 
and knew as much of him as his pro- 
fession did, they would hunt him from 
their quarters ; (2) whether he is aware 
that, on the 22nd of July, Dr. Houston 
attempted to address a meeting at 
Limavady, but was prevented from 
speaking by a mob of several thousands 
of Mr. Attorney’s supporters, who re- 
peatedly pelted Dr. and Mrs. Houston 
with stones, eggs, and other missiles ; 
and, (3) whether any steps have been 
taken, or will be taken, to bring to 
justice the instigators of and ringleaders 
in this riot ? 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON asked whether 
this question, concerning an election dis- 
pute was a proper one to put upon the 
Paper ¢ 

Mr. J. G. SWIFT MACNEILL 
(Donegal, S.): Was not the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman at the time in 
question a Minister of the Crown ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I remember that 
the question was brought under my notice 
before it was put down, and I expressed 
my opinion to the hon. and learned 
Member that it was very undesirable 
to put such a question on the Paper, but 
that I could not say that it was out of 
order. 

Mr. KNOX : You will remember, Mr. 
Speaker, that I said that I only put it 
down under a strong sense of public duty. 
[ Ministerial laughter. 

*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND: I have not seen the news- 
paper report referred to in the first 
paragraph of the question. If it be to 
the effect indicated, it is entirely inac- 
curate and conveys a false impression as 
to what I said on the occasion, and in 
this connection I may observe that when 
the matter was first brought under my 
notice, before the meeting of Parliament, 
I at once informed the learned Gentle- 
man named in the question that the 
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report was entirely inaccurate, and 
assured him that I had not made, nor 
intended to make, any reflection on his 
private character or professional honour. 
With regard to the second paragraph, a 
report has been made by the police, 
stating that Dr. Houston attempted to 
address a meeting on the date mentioned, 
but was prevented from doing so by the 
shouting and hooting of about 150 
persons composing part of a crowd of 
five or six hundred surrounding him. 
The police also report that there was no 
rioting, as alleged, but that two or three 
eggs, which did not come from this 
crowd, were thrown at Dr. Houston and 
his party. Two stones are also alleged 
to have been thrown on the occasion 
into the carriage conveying Dr. 
Houston’s party, one of which is said 
to have lightly struck his conducting 
agent, without, however, inflicting any 
injury whatever. The police have been 
diligently investigating the matter, but 
have been unable to obtain any satis- 
factory evidence upon which to institute 
proceedings. A statement was made to 
the police that a stone was seen to have 
been thrown by a particular individual 
on the occasion, but no legal evidence 
could be obtained to establish this. 
The district inspector applied to the 
magistrates at Petty Sessions, on the 
13th instant, for instructions as to 
bringing up this case, and stated the 
nature of the evidence forthcoming, but 
the magistrates came to the conclusion 
that the evidence available was insuffi- 
cient and that it would not be advisable 
to have any prosecution, and further 
expressed the opinion that the police had 
done their duty in endeavouring to bring 
the offenders to justice. 


Mr. KNOX: I beg to give notice 
that I shall call attention to the subject 
on the question of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s salary. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : Is it the law in 
Treland, that in the case of stone-throw- 
ing, the evidence of a second witness is 
necessary 1 


*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND: In this instance the report 
was made to the police by a person who 
did not allege that he himself had seen 
the stone thrown. In such a case, the 
evidence of another witness could not be 
dispensed with. 

Attorney-General for Ireland, 
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DISTRESS IN COUNTY CLARE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will inquire into the distress 
reported to exist in certain portions of 
County Clare, with a view to the open- 
ing of relief works, should such a 
measure be necessary, to afford employ- 
ment during the coming winter ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No 
reports of the existence of distress in 
Clare at the present time have reached 
the Local Government Board, and I am 
glad to state that the Board see no 
reason to anticipate abnormal distress 
in the county during the coming winter. 
The condition and prospects of the 
poorer classes will, however,-be carefully 
reported upon by the Board’s Inspector 
from time to time. 


EDUCATION IN IRELAND. 

Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will take an early opportunity, next 
Session, to bring in a Bill to remedy the 
omission from the Irish Education Act 
of 1892 of powers to local authorities to 
levy a rate, or otherwise provide funds, 
to defray the expenses connected with 
the putting in force the compulsory 
clauses of that Act, which omission has 
hitherto rendered the Act inoperative ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: An 
amending Bill in the direction indicated 
by the hon. Gentleman will no doubt be 
necessary, and I shall consider, during 
the Recess, the question of the propriety 
of introducing such a measure in the 
next Session of Parliament. 


CHARGES AGAINST A DISPENSARY 
MEDICAL OFFICER. 

Dr. KENNY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that, at the recent 
investigation held by Dr. Clibborn, 
Local Government Board Inspector, into 
charges against Dr. James Matthews, 
dispensary medical officer of Cavan, 
contained in letters purporting to be 
written by the persons alleged to have 
been neglected, or by their near relatives, 
it was proved on oath that the letters 
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were not written by the persons whose 
signatures they purported to bear, nor 
by any person authorised to do so on 
their behalf ; that it was also sworn to 
by those persons that they had made no 
complaints to anyone alleging neglect 
against Dr. Matthews ; and that it was 
also proved on oath that the writer of 
the letters referred to was one John 
Byrne, one of the relieving officers of 
Cavan Union, and that he had written 
them and attached the signatures with- 
out authority? Whether if the facts 
are as stated, it is the intention of the 
law officers of the Crown in Ireland to 
direct legal proceedings against Byrne? 
And, whether it is the intention of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland to 
allow the Cavan Board of Guardians to 
retain the services of an officer proved 
to have been guilty of such conduct. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that two letters were received 
at the office of the Local Government 
Board complaining of neglect on the 
part of Dr. Matthews ; that these letters 
were sent, in the ordinary course, to 
that gentleman for his observations, and 
that subsequently the letters, together 
with Dr. Matthews’ explanation, were 
forwarded to the Dispensary Committee, 
who considered it absolutely necessary 
that the matter should be fully inves- 
tigated. The Local Government Board 
accordingly directed their Inspector to 
hold a sworn inquiry into the truth of 
the complaints, and as the result of the 
inquiry went to show that the charges 
were fully substantiated, Dr. Matthews 
was called upon to resign his appoint- 
ment. Itis a fact that Relieving Officer 
Byrne stated at the investigation that 
he had not written one of the two letters 
referred to in the question, but had 
written another at the request of a man 
named Patrick Reilly. The Board’s 
Inspector saw no reason to doubt the 
accuracy of the relieving officer’s state- 
ment, and the Board did not consider it 
necessary to take any further action in 
the matter. 

Dr. KENNY : Is not a minute of the 
evidence on the subject in the possession 
of the Local Government Board, and 
will any further notice be taken of 
Byrne’s conduct ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
matter has already been the subject of 
investigation, and the result is what I 
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have already stated in answer to the 
question on the paper. If the hon. 
Member will give notice of his further 
question, I will endeavour to answer it. 


EVICTION AT BALLYBAR, KILLARNEY 
UNION. 

*Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his at- 
tention has been called to the action of 
the paid Vice-Guardians of the Killarney 
Union in evicting from a labourer’s 
cottage at Ballybar, on Tuesday last, a 
labourer named Sheehan, notwithstand- 
ing that his rent was fully paid up ; and, 
whether he can state the reason for the 
eviction of this man. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Local Government Board have been in- 
formed by the Clerk of the Union that 
Sheehan owed 23 weeks’ rent at the date 
of his eviction, but that the immediate 
cause of the eviction was brought about 
in this way. Upon the plot of land 
attached to the Guardians’ cottage, occu- 
pied by Sheehan, stood an ornamental 
gate, the property of the owner of the 
land, to which neither the Guardians 
nor the labourer had any right or title. 
Sheehan refused to allow the owner to 
take away the gate and the Vice-Guar- 
dians were advised that the simplest 
course, under the circumstances, was to 
resume possession of the plot and hand 
over the gate to the owner. The Vice- 
Guardians informed Sheehan that this 
course would be adopted, but he persisted 
in his refusal, and they then recovered 
possession of the plot. 


5TH BATTALION ROYAL IRISH RIFLES, 

Mr. M. M‘CARTAN: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War, 
whether he has received a communication 
from the Town Commissioners of Down- 
patrick, through their chairman, with 
reference to the training of the 5th Bat- 
talion of the Royal Irish Rifles at 
Downpatrick, where they have their 
quarters ; whether he is aware they have 
been quartered there for 24 years, and 
that about 18 years ago a suitable drill 
ground was acquired there, and that 
from a sanitary point of view, and for a 
good water supply, it has always been 
considered one of the best drill grounds 
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in Ireland; and, whether, considering 
that a first class rifle range lately used 
by the regiment is within easy distance 
of the place, he will consider the desir- 
ability of directing that future trainings 
shall take place at Downpatrick ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The communica- 
tion referred to has been received. There 
is nothing to be said against Down- 
patrick from a sanitary point of view ; 
but unfortunately the range cannot safely 
be used with any modern rifle; and it 
cannot be made safe. Two public roads 
cross the danger area. Under the circum- 
stances, and with every desire to meet 
the wishes of the inhabitants of Down- 
patrick, the Secretary of State is unable 
to sanction the training of the battalion 
at a place where the men cannot have 
proper musketry instruction. 


ARREST OF BRITISH SUBJECTS 
IN HONOLULU. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg toask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what has been the result of the consulta- 
tion with the Law Officers of the Crown 
with respect to the complaints of certain 
British subjects in Honolulu, who were 
arbitrarily arrested and harshly im- 
prisoned at the instance of the authori- 
ties of the Republic of Hawaii for alleged 
complicity in an attempted restoration 
of the deposed Queen ? 

*The UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFATRS 
(Mr. Grorce Curzon, Lancashire, South- 
port): The Report of the late Law 
Officers was received, and instructions 
founded upon it were sent to the British 
Commissioner at Honolulu. It was sub- 
sequently ascertained, however, that some 
of the complainants had lost their right 
to British protection through having 
become naturalised in the Sandwich 
Islands. As regards the remainder, the 
Commissioner has been instructed to 
obtain and to forward fuller information 
than is at present available about the 
status of the applicants, and the illegality 
of procedure, undue severity of sentence, 
or hardship of treatment from which 
they are alleged to have suffered. 


RIVER SHANNON DRAINAGE WORKS. 
Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 

(1) whether he is aware that the Drainage 
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Works on the Shannon, near Battle 
bridge, which it was promised by the late 
Government would have been commenced 
early in April, have not yet been taken 
in hand ; and (2) whether he can state the 
cause of the delay, and how soon the 
work will be begun so as to afford em- 
ployment to the people in the adjoining 
district of South Leitrim, which is in an 
impoverished condition ¢ 

Mr. HANBURY : The delay is caused 
by the fact that the occupier of a mill 
has sent in a claim for compensation 
which the Board of Works are advised 
is quite unreasonable, and more than the 
funds available would permit of their 
spending on compensation. The Board 
hope that he will soon come to terms, 
and the works will then be commenced 
immediately. * 


ALLEGED MASSACRE OF MUSSULMAN 
VILLAGERS. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if Her Majesty’s Government 
will direct one of Her Majesty’s Consuls 
in European Turkey to inquire into the 
alleged massacre of Mussulman villagers 
by Bulgarian marauders ? 

*Mr. CURZON : The question is one 
for discussion between the Turkish and 
Bulgarian authorities, and an official 
investigation on the spot by a British 
Consular Officer would be out of place 
unless it were requested by the Porte. 


IRISH MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, when the Return, 
ordered to be printed on 6th July, of the 
Magistrates appointed by the late Go- 
vernment will be circulated ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : I under- 
stand that the Return referred to will be 
forwarded to the printers to-morrow. 


PORTADOWN POST OFFICE. 
CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury what steps have been taken to 
erect the new post office at Portadown ? 
Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 





Mr. M. M‘Cartan. 


General has to-day received a telegram 
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from the Irish Board of Works stating 
that tenders for this service had to be 
invited a second time, that they are due 
on the 28th instant, and that it is ex- 
pected that one can be accepted imme- 
diately after that date. 


THE CHANGES AT THE WAR OFFICE, 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether the Pre- 
sident of the Council has recently been 
brought into new relations towards the 
great spending departments concerned in 
Imperial Defence ; and, if so, what is 
the nature of those relations ; and whe- 
ther the changes at the War Office, an- 
nounced by the late Government for 1st 
October, are to take place? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY replied that it was true that the 
President of the Council had recently 
been brought into new relations towards 
the great spending departments con- 
cerned in Imperial Defence, but he was 
not in a position to give a more detailed 
answer. The matter was receiving the 
most careful consideration of the Govern- 
ment. 


ARTILLERY PRACTICE IN PLYMOUTH 
SOUND. 


Mr. F. B. MILDMAY (Devon, 
Totnes) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the wording of 
the proposed new by-laws in respect of 
Artillery practice seawards in the 
vicinity of Plymouth Sound had been so 
amended as to preclude the possibility of 
power being given under the said by-laws 
to shut up either entrance to Plymouth 
Sound ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Correspondence 
with the local authorities is still taking 
place as to the wording of the proposed 
by-laws; and it is hoped to be able to 
remove all reasonable cause of objection 
on the part of those who navigate the 
entrances to the port. 


EVICTED TENANTS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said, he wished to put a question to the 
Leader of the House with regard to the 
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Notice of Motion standing in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s name as to the busi- 
ness of the House. If the Motion were 
carried as it stood, it would prevent him 
from proceeding with the Motion he had 
on the Paper as to the introduction of a 
Bill dealing with evicted tenants in 
Ireland. The Chief Secretary had stated 
that the Government objected to any- 
thing in the nature of contentious legis- 
lation on the subject being introduced 
this Session, but would be prepared to 
favourably consider any non-contentious 
proposal. In consequence of that he 
gave notice of his Motion for leave to 
introduce a Bill to re-enact the 13th 
Clause of the Land Act of 1891, which 
he thought everyone would admit would 
be a non-contentious Bill. He handed 
in this Notice of Motion before the right 
hon. Gentleman handed in his, and he 
wished to ask him whether, on behalf of 
the Government, he could see his way to 
make an exception of his Bill, so as to 
enable the House by a non-contentious 
measure to deal with a limited portion 
of the question of the evicted tenants in 
Treland. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY replied, that he thought to permit 
the hon. Member alone among private 
Members to introduce his Bill would be 
extremely inconvenient and lead to great 
difficulty. But the Government had no 
objection to themselves introducing a 
short Bill re-enacting the 13th Clause of 
the Land Act of 1891, on the distinct 
understanding that it was not put down 
in the Orders until the Appropriation 
Bill had passed its various stages and 
the measure was accepted as it stood. 
[Lrish cheers. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the Arms (Ireland) Act would be in- 
cluded in the Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance Bill, in view of the pledge of the 
First Lord of the Treasury that no con- 
tentious legislation should be intro- 


duced. 


*TueE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp WesstTER, Isle of Wight) said, 
there was nothing in the Bill which was 
not included in the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Act last year. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY intimated that if 
the continuance of the Arms Act. was 
proposed, its discussion would occupy 
several days. | 
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Public 
NEW COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked the 
Under-Secretary for War whether, hav- 
ing regard to the statement made on 
June 21st last by the Secretary of State 
for War in the late Administration, that 
the resignation by his Royal Highness 
the Duke of Cambridge of the Com- 
mandership-in-Chief of the Army would 
take effect on October 1, the name of 
his successor in that position would be 
announced now or before discussion in 
Committee of Supply on the Army Esti- 
mates? In asking the question the hon. 
and learned Member said he wished to 
call attention to a very objectionable 
variation from the ordinary practice of 
the House. A Minister of the Crown 
was perfectly entitled to refuse to answer 
a question, but the Under Secretary for 
War went further, and told him a state- 
ment would be made in the House of 
Lords in which the question he had put 
down would be answered, and he was to 
get his information there. As a Member 
of the House of Commons he objected to 
obtaining information anywhere but 
from his place in Parliament. 

*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that a 
question of Order did not arise in the 
matter. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, but 
it is a question of practice closely bor- 
dering on privilege. [Ministerial cries 
of “Oh!” and Opposition cheers.| What 
he wanted to know was, whether what 
the Under Secretary did was usual or 
not. In his own experience he had 
never known such an answer to be 
given. 


Mr. BRODRICK §said, the hon. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked 
when the Government determined to ap- 
point Lord Wolseley, and whether they 
were aware that in 1889 Lord Wolseley 
made a public apology, which was read 
in that House by Mr. Stanhope, Secretary 
for War, in reference—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must see that that is a 
question of which he should give notice. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To- 
morrow, Sir. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY, referring to the 
motion down in the name of the First 
Lord of the Treasury relating to the 
Business of the House, asked whether 
there was any precedent for or advan- 
|tage in proceeding with it before the 
Debate on the Queen’s Speech was dis- 
posed of. » 

THE FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY ‘said, there were precedents in 
large numbers. He intended moving 
a motion to-day giving precedence to the 
Queen’s Speech to-morrow, and in the 
event of the Queen’s Speech going over 
perhaps it would be better to deal with 
motion as to the business of the House 
that night. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman based his Motion 
jentirely on the view that a Private 
| Members’ day could not be taken for the 





|Queen’s Speech unless it was appro- 


| priated by special Resolution 4 

| THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
'SURY: No, Sir. It is a fact that a 
|Private Members’ day cannot be taken 
\for that purpose, but I gave a distinct 


and learned Member was under a mis-| pledge on Friday, in answer to the hon. 
apprehension. He asked whether, before Baronet opposite, that I would move this 
the Army Estimates were taken, a state-| Resolution to-day, and as some Motion 
ment would be made as to the new Com- | of the kind is required, I think that is a 


mander-in-Chief, and he informed him | 
that a statement would be made in both 
Houses. The hon. Member then pressed 
him as to the nature of the statement, 
and he said it would be better not to 
anticipate it. If the hon. Member now 
pressed for further information, he had 
not the least objection to stating that 
when His Royal Highness the Duke of 
Cambridge relinquished the Commander- 
ship-in-Chief of the Army that Field- 
Marshal Lord Wolseley would assume | 
the position, | 





reason why that pledge should be strictly 
observed. I beg to move— 


“That for the remainder of the Session no 
Notice of Motion for leave to bring in a Bill be 
given except by a Minister of the Crown ; that 
Government Business do have precedence every 
day, be not interrupted under the provisions of 
any Standing Order regulating the Sittings of 
the House, and may be entered upon at any 
hour, though opposed ; that whenever the Com- 
mittee of Supply stands as an Order of the Day 
Mr. Speaker do leave the Chair without question 

ut; and that, so soon as Government Business 
fs been disposed of, Mr. Speaker do adjourn 


House without question put.” 
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I trust that the House generally will 
accept this proposal without much dis- 
cussion, because it will be felt universally 
that the Motion is devised in the interests 
not of the Government merely, but of all 
sections of the House, and as much in 
the interests of the Private Members as 
of the Government. When a person 
holding my Office is obliged to take 
special privileges of this kind for the 
Government it is very common for 
Private Members to declare that their 
rights are being infringed. But I very 
much doubt whether any large section of 
Private Members at the present time 
have any overmastering desire beyond 
that of finishing the business of the year, 
and of then proceeding to enjoy a well- 
earned holiday. Of course this proposal 
involves a certain amount of sacrifice of 
two kinds, a sacrifice, in the first place, 
of the right of proposing Bills—I will 
not say of carrying Bills, because of that 
there would be a very slight prospect— 
and, in the second place, the sacrifice 
involved by the House consenting to sit, 
on some nights, later than 12 o’clock. I 
do not believe that the first of those 
privileges is one which in August, in fine 
weather, and after the labours of a 
General Election, anybody will be very 
anxious to retain. As regards the 
enforced sitting up after 12 o'clock, I do 
not desire that the House should under- 
stand that we mean to press the Estimates 
to any undue hour in the morning. I 
think we shall be able to get through our 
necessary work without putting that 
great strain either upon the officers or 
upon the Members of the House. But in 
orderthat the Estimates should be readily 
got through everybody is aware that it is 
convenient to suspend the 12 o’clock 
rule. Under those circumstances I beg 
to recommend the House to adopt, in its 
own interests, the Resolution I now 
submit. [‘‘ Hear, hear!” 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: On the point 
of Order, will the right hon. Gentleman 
put the Motion in separate propositions ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I propose to put it 
as one question. 

Mr. J. W. LOGAN (Leicestershire, 
Harborough), said he wished to make 
an appeal to the Government. As they 
had already made a concession to those 
who were in distress in Ireland he 
thought that a similar concession might 

made in regard to England. In 
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view of the probable distress which 
would occur in this country during the 
coming winter, the Government might 
spare time to pass a short Act carrying 
out the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
distress arising from want of employ- 
ment, that those men who were com- 
pelled under exceptional circumstances 
to apply for Poor Law relief should not 
be disfranchised. The recommendation 
of the Committee was in the following 
words :— 

“ Your Committee believe that this provision 

may have a salutary effect as a check upon 
ordinary Poor Law claims, and may thus foster 
independence of character and prevent unneces- 
sary burden falling on the rates. But in cases of 
exceptional distress they do not see why it 
should be difficult to discriminate between the 
deserving man, forced to become dependent upon 
public aid, and the ordinary claimant for parish 
relief. Your Committee, therefore, are of 
opinion that it would be both humane and wise 
to exempt the former class from the disability 
as regards the Franchise, whether Local or 
Parliamentary.” 
He was fortified, in making this request, 
by the remembrance of the words used 
by the Prime Minister in the House of 
Lords on the 6th of July, four days after 
the Report of the Committee was issued, 
on which occasion he said that there was 
very much to be done in alleviating the 
condition of those who, by no fault of 
their own, were cast into misery in these 
great vicissitudes of trade, and there was 
much to be done in revising the operation 
of the Poor Law. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON said, 
the question of disfranchisement was 
scarcely touched upon by the Committee, 
which, owing to a change of Ministry, was 
dissolved, and he had understood that: it 
was to have been reappointed this Session. 
He hoped the appeal made by the hon. 
Member would be attended to by the 
Government as speedily as possible. The 
Committee omitted to make a discrimina- 
tion between those of the unemployed 
who could have obtained work, but did 
not work, and those who could not obtain 
work and were willing to work. That 
was where the Committee would like to 
take up the thread of the subject when 
they were reappointed. 

Mr. H. E. KEARLEY (Devonport) 
protested against the suspension of the 
12 o’clock rule, and asked to what hour 
of the night the discussion on the Esti- 
mates would continue ? 
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Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) asked what Billsthe Government 
proposed to introduce during the present 
Session. He wished to know further 
whether Supply would be taken continu- 
ously, and in what order, and whether 
the Civil Service Estimates would be 
taken first, and in what order, because 
shortly before the Dissolution a sugges- 
tion was made that the more important 
of these Estimates should be taken first, 
the ordinary course being so far departed 
from. Then as to the Motion made by 
the right hon. Gentleman, he ventured 
to suggest that the first paragraph was 
somewhat of a novelty and an anomaly, 
and was unnecessary, because the object 
in view was really secured by the second 
and third paragraphs so far as Private 
Members advancing business was con- 
cerned. The first part of the Motion 
was therefore unnecessary, and would 
prevent Private Members from exercising 
the privilege of introducing Bills with 
the view of having them printed and 
circulated in the country during the 
Recess. 

*Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
wished to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, in support of the point raised 
by the Member for the Harborough 
Division of Leicester, whether he did not 
base his refusal to do anything to carry 
out the recommendations of the Report 
of the Committee on the Unemployed 
on the ground that the principle involved 
was contentious ; whether it was not a 
fact that an Act of the kind recommended 
in the Report was passed by the Con- 
servative Government in 1880 so far as 
Ireland was concerned ; and whether, 
as regarded Ireland, that principle 
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on the point of procedure. He admitted 
that for an omnibus resolution of this 
kind there were precedents, but he 
thought the Government would be well 
advised if in motions of the kind they 
put each proposition separately. There 
was no precedent, however, for inter- 
posing a Motion of this character in the 
Debate on the Queen’s Speech. At the 
same time, he held that the rule the 
Speaker had laid down was one which 
greatly enlarged the privileges of Mem- 
bers, because, as he understood, the 
Speaker had ruled that the time of pri- 
vate Members could not be taken away 
in future by the Queen’s Speech without 
a special Motion in that behalf. [‘ Hear, 
hear !” and laughter.| This was the first 
occasion when a Minister of the Crown, 
supported by the high authority of the 
Chair, had declared it to be necessary 
that during the Debate on the Queen’s 
Speech it was necessary to make a Mo- 
tion to take time. In 188% the Debate 
on the Queen’s Speech lasted a fortnight, 
and it went on day after day uninter- 
ruptedly the whole time. There had 
been times when other Governments 
were in distress for time, but this course 
had not been followed. In 1881-2 the 
then Government were most anxious to 
get to the passing of the Coercion Act, 
but in that day, notwithstanding their 
hurry and alleged urgency, did not set 
aside the Queen’s Speech for a Motion 
to take time. The course taken by the 
Government, therefore, was anomalous. 
So far as he knew, it had always been 
the constitutional practice that the hum- 
ble Address in response to Her Majesty’s 
gracious message should have precedence 
of all business in the House of Commons. 





had not been sanctioned more than 
once since by the Liberal Party. He 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
further whether he did not think that, 
under the circumstances, this would not 
be a good opportunity to apply a prin- 
ciple which had been found useful and 
uncontentious in Ireland to Great 
Britain as well? Further, whether as 
regarded medical relief, in 1885 the very 
exception with respect to the Franchise 
was not made in Great Britain by a 
Government of the same complexion as 
the one now in power ? 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, the Motion 
made by the right hon. Gentleman re- 
presented a number of important aspects 


— on the Queen’s Speech. 


But now, for the first time, Her Majesty 
would have the satisfaction of contem- 
plating the fact that, while in all pre 
vious Parliaments of her reign the Ad- 
dress in response to her gracious Speech 
had had precedence of all business, a Con- 
servative Administration, supported by 
the largest majority ever returned to 
that House, had made an innovation 
upon this time-honoured practice. What 
was the advantage of this extraordinary 
innovation? The advantage of it, except 
so far as it might be considered a slight 
on the Sovereign, was absolutely nil, 
because the Government might have 
| made the motion immediately after ba: 
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advantage the Government sought, from 
their own point of view, was hardly 
worth upsetting the practice of 700 years 
for, and at the same time implying a 
slight on the Sovereign, for that was 
what it amounted to. They might be 
told that the Royal Address and the 
dutiful reply to it were only a matter of 
form; but he ventured to say that, at 
least as far as a Tory Ministry was con- 
cerned, this was a remark that could 
hardly be respectfully made, and the 
course taken was one, moreover, which 
would start a precedent that might have 
important results in thefuture. He had 
always understood that the Conservative 
Party, before they were contaminated by 
contact with their Liberal Unionist 
allies—[ Laughter |—attached the greatest 
weight and importance to the mainten- 
ance of those ancient rights and forms ; 
and he was amazed to think that it 
should be a Conservative Government— 
even though in alliance with the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham— 
who for the first time made a departure 
from the ancient usages and practice of 
the House. [Laughter.| The Govern- 
ment, by this motion, not only proposed 
to take full time, but to place the House 
under a rule in debating the Queen’s 
Speech which it had never been put 
under before ; for the Address had never 
before been discussed under the rules of 
urgency—under the suspension of the 12 
o'clock rule. It was the first time, he 
believed, that any Government had ever 
placed the House in manacles in discuss- 
ing the reply to her Majesty’s Speech, 
and if the Government had any pre- 
cedent for their action they ought to 
have cited it before adoptingsucha course. 
Again, the hon. Member for East Aber- 
deenshire had pointed out a most remark- 
able confusion so far as the practice of 
the House was concerned, namely, that 
Her Majesty’s Faithful Commons were 
to be deprived of any opportunity of 
even introducing Bills. It was true that 
one Bill had escaped the operation of the 
rule, but what did the Government pro- 
pose to do? And here was the fifth 
innovation, that so soon as Government 
business was disposed of the Speaker 
was to leave the Chair without question 
put. Of course there were prece- 
dents for that, but who had _ ever 
known a Minister make such a Motion 
on the third day of the Session? After 
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the Government had had a free run up 
to 12 o’clock, private Members, who had 
borne the burden and heat of the day, 
were to be deprived of the few minutes 
after midnight. This was the most 
manacling Resolution ever introduced by 
a Minister, and its importance was this, 
that when they passed Resolutions in 
times of supposed urgency, they were 
afterwards cited as precedents in times 
and on occasions when there was no 
urgency at all. The Government had, 
he understood, given notice of a Bill in 
connection with the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Act, and they proposed that it 
should be discussed after midnight under 
this Resolution. That would be a very 
strange departure. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that no Bills except 
purely Departmental Bills of a non- 
contentious character should be taken. 
The word “ Departmental” covered a 
multitude of sins. They had heard 
from the Chief Secretary that communi- 
cations from Judges were departmental, 
and now they heard that the introduc- 
tion of a Bill which must lead to great 
contention was alse to be defended on the 
ground that it was purely departmental. 
He had explained, defended and justified 
the course he and his friends took on 
this Bill in former Sessions, and he had 
given notice to the late Government 
that if they introduced the Bill this year 
he should oppose it ; and he would now 
ask the Government whether, if they 
were so anxious to wind up the business 
of the Session, it would not be possible 
to arrive at some modus in this matter. 
The suggestion was thrown out that 
every one was anxious to get away. 
Some people were not anxious to do so, 
They had spent a great deal of time and 
money in getting into the House and 
they were anxious to use the House to 
the advantage of their constituents. He 
certainly was not anxious to get away. 
On the contrary, he was not anxious to 
turn the House to account in the in- 
terest of his constituency and the country 
generally, though they all meant different 
things when they used that latter ex- 
pression. They were now met, so far as 
Treland was concerned, after three years, 
in which they did not succeed in winning 
for their country one rag of a Parliamen- 
tary Measure. [Ministerial Cheers.| He 
was glad to hear those cheers, and relying 
upon the cordial concurrence that seemed 








287 Public {COMMONS} Business. 288 


to exist on the subject between himself | being proceeded with. I find, also, that 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite, he founded | this Order was made oii the same day— 
on that statement this argument. Here = «imyat the procesdings on the Address ‘# 
they were now after three years. The answer to her Majesty’s Speech, if under dis- 
Irish Members have come back like oa o'clock this night,” be not 
giants refreshed to address a fresh | 
demand to the Government of England. I do not think there can be any doubt 
So far as his experience went it did not | that the principle laid down is one that 
matter much to their country which has governed the practice of the House. 
There was even a still more remarkable 
exception with reference to the Debates 
Ireland seemed pretty much the same, | 5, the Address in 1884. When the 
and in conclusion he would invite the | Address was under discussion precedence 
Government, if they desired that they | was given to a motion of censure upon 
should go back to their constituents in | the Government, and the Debates on the 
a pleasant frame of mind, to make some | Address were interrupted and suspended 


4 ; ‘ whereke tisfacti until that motion — was disposed of. 
arrangement whereby some satisfaction Thetelars is. 10: quite plain tek in 


might be given to the minor and moderate | Debates on the Address do not have an 
claims of Ireland. When they gave time | absolute command of the time of the 
to the Government, it was always| House, as seems to have been the im- 
the plan of the Irish Members to insist | pression that prevailed in some quarters 
on some kind of guid pro quo. The|of the House. [‘ Hear, hear”) With 
mere re-enactment of the 13th Clause of |Teference to this motion generally, I 
the Land Act of 1891 was entirely in- | think it is a motion which in all circum- 
sufficient, and, therefore, he would press | stances would have been made at this 
strongly on the Government that if they time of the year whatever Government 
hoped for a safe passage and an easy had been in office. [‘ Hear, hear!” 
deliverance, even upon the Estimates, | The month of August having arrived, 
they should be prepared to give some | it has always been usual for the Govern- 
assurance to the Irishmen who had come | Ment to propose to take the whole time 
there and spent their time in the House, | of the House to the exclusion of other 
getting so little for their country, that | business, in order to proceed with the 
they should not go back empty-handed | conclusion of the Debates upon the 

| 


5 . 
to their country. Estimates. The Government have 


Sim W. HARCOURT (Monmouth-| ed, and will no doubt sct upon 
eli Naghags - ithe statement, that any non-conten- 
shire, W.): With reference to which my | |. : . 

Secs ied’ Sone Woke tas anit | Hous measures that are necessary or ex- 

. ‘ . ? 


should like to state what I know of the! pedient to be passed they will take 


practice of the House on the Motion for jremypenny” to forward. Beyond that Ide 


the Address. I find in the Journals | 2° 5 how the House can possibly go; 
Heel ‘ | because if private Members introduce 
that on Tuesday, March 13, last year, | ;,- . wa ° . 

: aie . *. ?| Bills of their own it is quite plain they 
when the Address was under discussion, | d . pres 
T mide this Motiin | coul not proceed with them to any 
\advantage, and if they were Bills to 

“That the Order of the Day for resuming the | which the Government objected, it 1s 
adjourned Debate on the Address in answer to | quite obvious that they could make no 
her Majesty’s Speech have precedence this day | progress at all. [“ Hear, hear ! ”] I 
over Notices of Motion. cannot see the advantage of endeavour- 

ing to proceed with Bills which haye not 
_the support of the Government. I should 
i like to mention one matter. There is a 

Sir W. HARCOURT : Of course, | measure which I believe receives the 
Tuesday is a day for Notices of Motion. /general support of the House—the mea- 
Therefore, but for that Order, anybody | sure with reference to the King Street 
who chose to place a notice of motion on | site. The Government have power to 
the paper would have been in a position | proceed with that measure, and if it is 
to prevent the Motion for the Address | one which is agreed to by Members on all 


Mr. 1’. M. Healy. 


Government was in. The result to! 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Notices of 


motion ? 
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sides of the House, that might be in- 
cluded among the measures which can, 
without delay or interruption, be carried 
out. [ Hear, hear!”] It is quite plain 
that it is impossible for us now to succeed 
with any measures which are of a con- 
tentious character and which are opposed 
by the Government, but there ought to 
be fair and ample opportunity given to 
Members from Ireland and all parts of 
the United Kingdom, upon the Estimates 
to discuss matters which they consider 
of interest and importance ; and I suppose 
the Government are perfectly prepared 
to give an assurance that a reasonable 
time shall be given for the discussion of 
the Estimates, and that the suspension 
of the 12 o’clock rule is not intended to 
prevent such discussion as may arise on 
the Estimates. [{‘‘ Hear, hear!” 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean) presumed that the 
Motion applied to Wednesdays, and 
therefore he was anxious to know 
whether it was intended by the Govern- 
ment that the House should sit long 
after the usual hour on those days. 
There was another point on which 
information should be given hon. Mem- 
bers. The Leader of the House would 
admit it was an undesirable thing to 
discuss important Estimates late at night, 
when the Debate could not be properly 
reported. Apart from Irish votes, there 
were the votes for the Uganda Railway, 
for additional ammunition, and for the 
Foreign Office. Was the right hon. 
Gentleman prepared to arrange that 
such important votes should be taken at 
an early hour ? 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) 
thought the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Monmouth- 
shire (Sir W. Harcourt) ought to carry 
conviction to a good many Members 
who sat on the opposite Benches. 
They must see that this was really not 
a Party question, but one between the 
two front Benches and the rest of the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman was 
responsible for the present Estimates, 
and it was quite natural he should like 
to pass a Motion which would interfere 
with a thorough discussion. He ap- 
pealed to hon. Members opposite, who 
wished to take an independent line on 
these questions, to make them stand at 
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favour of a full discussion of the Esti- 
mates, which was the original business of 
the House. The Motion was aimed 
much more at hon. Gentlemen opposite 
than at the Irish Members. The Irish 
Members did not wish to obstruct in 
this Session. To be perfectly frank he 


limited himself to this Session. There 
was nothing to obstruct. There was 


no object in obstructing when there 
was no legislative programme to keep 
back. Whatever little attention they 
might give to the Estimates this Session 
would be given purely with the view of 
bringing forward legitimate questions of 
public interest. It was right that in 
this Session of all Sessions the Estimates 
should not be pushed through late at 
night. In other Sessions the 12 o'clock 
rule might be suspended in order to put 
down obstruction, but this Session, when 
there was no probability of obstruction, 
he contended it was a very strong thing 
to interfere so much with the conve- 
nience of the vast majority of Members 
on the back benches as to suspend the 
12 o’clock rule throughout the discussion 
of Supply. The Report of Supply could 
be taken at any hour, and therefore if 
under this Motion Supply was taken up 
to say, 1 o'clock, they might be kept 
here with Report of Supply until 
3 o'clock. That was not the way to do 
the work of the nation; it was not 
calculated to smooth the way of 
business. He begged to move to leave 
out of the Motion from the words 
“every day” in line 4 to the end of 
the second paragraph. In other days 
no Member would have resisted a 
Motion such as the present more strongly 
than the present Secretary to the Trea- 
sury. He trusted that now that that 
right hon. Gentleman had gone the way 
of all good men, there would be some 
left behind the right hon. Gentleman— 
he thought he could see one—who would 
support the interests of the majority of 
the House on this occasion. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) seconded the Amendment. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
not press his Amendment to a Division. 
It was not necessary for him to argue the 
point. Every hon. Member was well ac- 
quainted with the business of the House. 


the beginning of this new Parliament in As the hon. Gentleman was perfectly 
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aware, it was customary at this time of 
the Session to abolish the 12 o’clock rule, 
and that the abolition of the rule greatly 
facilitated the progress of business. He 
trusted that under those circumstances 
the hon. Gentleman would not ask them 
to start a new precedent. 

*Srr C. DILKE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the questions I put to 
him 1 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I thought we had better dispose 
of the Amendment first. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: We are ex- 
tremely glad to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman at any time. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, he was entirely in disaccord 
with the Mover of the Amendment. 
The House was called together solely 
because of the necessity for passing the 
Estimates, and that necessity had arisen 
simply in consequence of the neglect of 
those Estimates by Her Majesty's late 
Government during the whole of the 
months from February to June. They 
had been reminded that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
had occasionally felt it his duty to resist 
attacks upon the time of the House. 
Whenever he did so he was in his (Mr. 
Bowles’) opinion right. Motions to 
reduce the right hon. Gentleman’s 
salary might be made, and might be 
supported by quotations from his own 
speeches. If such were the case he trusted 
he would be present to defend his right 
hon. Friend, and to show what was 
the true meaning to be attached to 
his speeches. It seemed to him reason- 
able, under all the circumstances, to give 
the Government as much time as possible 
in which to get the money they required. 
And it also seemed reasonable to give 
hon. Gentlemen in the back Benches all 
the time the forms of the House or a 
Motion of this sort afforded them to dis- 
cuss the Estimates. Under this Motion 
hon. Members would, instead of being 
pulled up sharp at 12 o’clock, be per- 
mitted to go on calmly until 3, 4 or 
5 o’clock in the morning. He was as 
strong an advocate for the rights and 
privileges of Private Members as any- 
body could be, and he quite agreed that 
in the matter of the Estimates the two 
Front Benches were. pledged to the 
Estimates, and consequently no assistance 
in the way of criticism could be got from 
First Lord of the Treasury. 
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either of the Front Benches. But no 
assistance in the way of criticism was 
ever got from them ; they always had 
been in accord. It was the occupants of 
the Back Benches who were found 
attacking the Estimates, and they were 
now in the same position as they always 
were. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) said, the point was whether they 
ought to sit after 12 o’clock or not. He 
rather regretted the Leader of the 
House had not replied to the question 
addressed to him, because many votes 
might depend upon the answer he gave. 

The FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : By leave of the House I will 
reply to the questions which have been 
put to me in regard to business. The 
Leader of the Opposition has saved me 
the trouble of dealing in detail with the 
speech of the hon, and learned Member 
for North Louth. That leariaed Gentle- 
man has not shown on this occasion that 
minute acquaintance with the procedure 
of the House which, to do ‘aim justice, 
he usually shows beyond all other Mem- 
bers ; for, in truth, the course he declares 
to be an invasion of the procedure of 
700 years, and which, he says, conveys 
in some obscure manner a slight on the 
Crown, is a course invariably adopted 
when a private Member’s Motion or a 
private Member’s Bill is down for a day 
when the Queen’s Speech ought to be 
taken. If a Motion is down on a Tuesday 
or a Bill on a Wednesday andthe Queen’s 
Speech overlaps, it is absolutely incum- 
bent on the Government to make some 
Motion by which the} rights of private 
Members would so far be disturbed and 
the progressof the Queen’sSpeech secured. 
Then as to the Expiring Laws Contin- 
uance Bill, it is quite true that in my 
original statement I said we did not 
intend to take controversial business, 
but seldom or never in the history of 
this House has that Bill been regarded 
as controversial. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It was in 1874 
and 1875 by Mr. Butt. 


The FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: There may have been some in- 
stances to the contrary, but, practically 
speaking, the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill has always been regarded as uncon- 
troversial. The hon. Member for the 
Harborough Division made an appeal 
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to us to make an exception to our gene- 
ral procedure in favour of a Bill carrying 
out the proposal of the Select Committee 
on the unemployed to abolish the regu- 
lation by which persons who receive out- 
door relief are disfranchised. I do not 
now commit myself to any judgment upon 
that proposal, which very likely indeed 
is a very sound and a proper one. But 
I would observe, in the first place, that 
it cannot be described as uncontroversial 
[‘« Hear, hear!” and, in the second place, 
that even if carried it would confer no 
material relief on the unemployed. 
[“* Hear, hear!”] Even the exercise of a 
vote is a poor substitute for employment 
and regular wages ; and what we desire 
is to find, if possible, some method be 
which the number of the unemployed may 
be diminished. [‘ Hear, hear!”] And 
then, what Franchise is likely to be exer- 
cised during the period that distress may 
possibly prevail in the course of the 
coming winter? The Municipal Fran- 
chise is exercised before the 9th of 
November ; there are no county council 
elections and no parish council elections 
in England in the winter ; and, although 
for my part I never prophesy with con- 
fidence in those matters, I do not myself 
contemplate a General Election in the 
course of the present Session. [ Lauhter.] 
Under these circumstances the hon. 
Gentleman will see that while the Bill 
he desires must necessarily take up some 
time of the House, the amount of benefit 
it would confer on the unemployed would 
be infinitesimal. The hon. Member for 
Devonport asks me as to the spirit in 
which we mean to deal with the 12 
o'clock rule. It is impossible for the 
Government to make any pledge as to 
the length of time the House will be 
asked to sit at night. I am reluctant to 
conceive it possible, but I can conceive 
circumstances which may require pro- 
longed proceedings. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The 
Estimates. 

Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : If they do arise, discretion must 
be left to the Government ; but, generally 
speaking, we do not desire to inconveni- 
ence the House by asking it to sit up to 
an abnormally early hour in the morning. 
The same observation applies to Wednes- 
days. It is not our intention or desire, 
except under stress of circumstances very 
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sit much beyond the usual hour for rising 
on those days. As to the uncontrover- 
sial Bills we are going to carry through, 
I do not pledge myself at this moment 
to a complete list, but, so far as I am 
aware, the only Bills we are likely to 
bring forward besides formal Bills, like 
the Expiring Laws Contiuuance Bill, 
are a small departmental Bill in the 
charge of the Colonial Office which is 
intended to remove some doubt as to the 
legal interpretation of an existing Act, 
and which is strongly pressed for by the 
Government of the Dominion of Canada 
(the point will be fully explained when 
the Bill is introduced), also a Bill to 
facilitate the acquisition of thesite between 
the great group of the Foreign Office 
buildings and Westminster Abbey, and, 
in addition to these, the Bill promised 
in regard to the evicted tenants of Ire- 
land. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will all those 
Bills, like the Evicted Tenants Bill, 
come after the Appropriation Bill ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Yes. That is to say that after 
we have passed Supply we will bring in 
the Appropriation Bill, which will stand 
during its successive stages as first Order 
each day it is brought forward, and when 
the stage of that Bill is passed we will 
deal with the non-controversial measures 
to which I have alluded. As to the 
order of the Estimates, we shall take the 
Civil Service Estimates first, the <Ad- 
miralty second, and the Army third, and 
we shall endeavour to consult the con- 
venience of the House as to the order in 
which particular Votes are to be taken. 
I hope now that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman who has moved the Amend- 
ment will consent to withdraw it, and 
allow us to proceed with the next 
business. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR asked 
whether the Public Works Loans Bill 
was included in the Bills proposed to be 
taken. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I have no doubt it is included in 
the Bills to be taken. 


Question put, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 


Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 271; Noes, 


unlikely to arise, to ask the House to 87.—(Division List No. 4.) 
| 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that 
he proposed to move an Amendment 
so as to put himself in Order, but he 
hoped that the Government would relieve 
him of the necessity of pressing the 
Amendment. The Resolution standing in 
the name of the Leader of the House 
would deprive the House of all oppor- 
tunity of general discussion when the 
Speaker left the Chair for the first time, 
in order that the House might go into 
Committee of Supply. Standing Order 
56 said :— 

“ Whenever the Committee of Supply stands as 
an Order of the Day on Monday or Thursday, 
Mr. Speaker leaves the Chair without question 
put; unless on first going into Supply on the 
Army, Navy, or Civil Service Estimates respec- 
tively, or on any Vote of Credit, an Amend- 
ment be moved or question raised, relating to the 
Estimates proposed to be taken in Supply.” 


He submitted that inasmuch as these 
Estimates were to be begun over again, 
and especially as part of them had already 
been voted, the House was entitled to a 
general discussion on the Speaker first 
leaving the Chair. He did not think it 
was the intention of the Government to 
deprive the House of this opportunity, 
therefore he proposed to move as an 
addition to the main Resolution the 
words of the Standing Order he had 
quoted from, “ Unless on first going 
into Supply” to “ proposed to be 
taken in Supply.” The discussion 
which had already taken place on these 
Estimates did not at all meet the 
case, because many new conditions 
had arisen since that discussion took place. 
Since the general discussion had taken 
place in the last Parliament there had 
been made the announcement, for ex- 
ample, that the Army was to have a new 
Commander-in-Chief, while large changes 
were to be made in his powers and in 
those of the Defence Committee. Such 
changes as these appeared to him to 
render it eminently necessary that an 
opportunity should be afforded to the 
House to discuss their effect with the 
Speaker in the Chair. In the Navy also 
changes of the highest importance had 
taken place. A new Order in Council 
affecting the status of naval lieutenants 
in a most material way had been issued, 
and this Order had already excited a 
great deal of discontent in the Navy. 
It was an Order which he should feel it 
to be his duty to resist, but unless he 
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had an opportunity to raise a general 
discussion with the Speaker in the Chair 
the opportunities which would be other- 
wise provided on the Estimates would 
be altogether inadequate, if not entirely 
destroyed. He trusted that the Leader 
of the House would be able to give the 
House some explanation as to the reason 
why the ancient practice of Parliament 
should be discontinued on this occasion. 

*Mr. J.C. FLYNN (Cork, N.) seconded 
the Amendment, and congratulated the 
hon. Member upon his independence in 
having moved it. He submitted that 
this was a dangerous innovation on the 
part of the Leader of the House, the 
effect being to take away the righis and 
privileges of discussion enjoyed by hon. 
Members generally. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that when he submitted the 
Motion to the consideration of the House 
he thought it was one which would meet 
with approval on the ground that it was 
designed in the interests of the general 
convenience of Members. The questions 
referred to by his hon, Friend in con- 
nection with the Army and the Navy 
could be dealt with on the Vote for the 
War Office and the Vote for the Admi- 
ralty. His hon. Friend made light of 
the fact that the House of Commons 
had already had its usual opportunities 
of engaging in a general discussion with 
the Speaker in the Chair. It was true 
that since that general discussion there 
might be new Estimates or a slight modi- 
fication of the Estimates originally pre- 
sented. That was always the case in 
the circumstances of a new Parliament 
like this ; but if they admitted this to 
be a valid argument in the direction 
pleaded by hon. Gentlemen, it was 
evident that the House would always 
have suspended over its head the pros- 
pect of a fresh discussion. The fact that 
this was a new Parliament was not an 
argument relative to the issue which had 
been raised as to the subjects dealt{with 
in the Estimates, and he did not think 
that anything would be gained by re- 
peating discussions under the conditions 
in which the House had now assembled. 
He hoped that his hon. Friend would be 
satisfied with the assurances he gave 
him, that an opportunity would be 
forthcoming on the Estimates, with the 
Chairman of Committees in the Chair, to 
lay before the House all the details and 
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arguments he was anxious to review 
applying either to the Army or to the 
Navy. 

Mr. KEARLEY pointed out that 
since the Dissolution many new questions 
had cropped up in connection with the 
Estimates. In addition to the questions 
referred to by his hon. Friend, there 
was the question of the health ‘of the 
Mediterranean Fleet. A very large) 
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quately discuss a question of that kind? 
They ought to have the opportunity of 
ransacking the policy of the Government 
in this matter. They had just heard of 
the promotion of Lord Wolseley, who 
boasted that there was not a drop of 
Trish blood in his veins, but he could not 
escape from the misfortune of having 
been born in Dublin. rae ee -] They 
did not forget the declaration he made 


Business. 


amount of sickness existed in that fleet ;|some time ago on the Irish question. 
indeed, he was informed that 60 officers | Were they to be shut out from an oppor- 


were invalided at the present time. The 
proper way to open a new Parliament 
was to give an extended opportunity to 
new Members to discuss fresh questions. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Leader of 


the House had declared that as one} 


Parliament had enjoyed the opportu- 
nity of discussing the Estimates this 
was a reason for hindering the new 
Parliament from discussing them. 
The Government went to the country 


upon the ery of “ Cordite and Kynoch” | 


{laughter}, and was this the way it was 


proposed to treat so vital a question— | 


that the discussion in the old Parliament 
was sufficient for the new Parliament ?| 
It was alleged that the late Gov ernment | 
was unpatriotic in not laying in sufficient | 
ammunition, and now they need an| 


estimate for £70,000 for more cordite. | 


Were they not to have an opportunity 
of discussing what was the net result of | 
the General Election? They were to be | 
asked to vote £70,000 to Kynoch and) 
Company. 


the British Army? Surely the Members | 
of the present Government who discussed | 


this question in the last Parliament 


would not refuse to the Opposition the | 





Was that a sufficient response | 
to the demands made for the defence of | 


tutity of moving a resolution in con- 
nection with that? He was sure the 
Member for Preston must sympathise 
with his old comrade in arms and vote 
for the Amendment. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said an opportunity would arise. 


Question put, “That those words be 
there inserted.” 


The House divided :—<A yes, 106; Noes, 
259.—(Division List No. 5.) 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) : I 
wish to move a further Amendment. 

Tue FIRST LORD or roe TREA- 
|SURY : I beg to move that the question 
be now put. 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put:” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 238 
110.—( Division List No. 6.) 


; Noes, 


Main Question put accordingly. 


The House divided :—A yes, 248; Noes, 
100.—(Division List No. 7.) 





opportunity of discussing it in their turn. | 

It seemed to him that this was the| Ordered, That for the remainder of the 
gravest question which had yet arisen, | Session no Notice of Motion for leave to 
and the Member for King’s Lynn was ~ in a Bill be given except by a 
be congratulated for the way in which | Minister of the Crown : that Government 
he had put his finger on the spot. They Business do have precedence every day, 
wished to discuss this question with the | be not interrupted under the provisions 
Speaker in the Chair. They wished to of any Standing Order regulating the 
find out whether £70,000 was sufficient | Sittings of the House, and may be entered 
to remove the appalling scandals on/| upon at any hour though opposed : that 
which the Member for Guildford turned whenever the Committee of Supply 
out the Government. Then he wished | stands as an Order of the Day Mr. 
on the Civil Service Estimates to | | Speaker do leave the Chair without 
challenge the whole policy of the Govern- | | Question put; and that so soon as 
ment in regard to their dealings with isposed 
Irish Civil Servants. How could they, |of Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
with the Chairman in the Chair, ade-| without Question put. 


t 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL for- 
mally moved for leave to bring in a Bill 
to continue various expiring laws. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that he could 
only regret that the promise of the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury to explain the nature of the Bills 
to be dealt with had not been kept. The 
course of proceeding adopted by the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General in making this Motion without a 
word of explanation was most unusual, 
but he supposed that that was the kind 
of thing that hon. Members had to ex- 
pect after the Closure Resolution had 
been forced through that House by the 
majority at the back of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman, however, 
would find that such a course of proce- 
dure would not facilitate the transaction 
of business. 

Tut FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said that he had no desire to rush 
the Bill through the House, and if it 
were thought desirable to do so he would 
not resist a Motion for the Adjournment 
of the discussion on the Bill. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY then moved the 
Adjournment of the Debate. 


Limerick Election 


Question agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


LIMERICK ELECTION (JOHN DALY). 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY moved— 


“That the Order of the Day be deferred until 
after the Order for resuming the adjourned 
Debate on the Amendment to the Motion for an 
Address in Answer to Her Majesty’s Speech.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
there was any precedent in the whole 
range of the history of the British Con- 
stitution for this Motion. In spite of 
his warning on Thursday last the Govern- 
ment had insisted on making the Motion 
the first Order of the day. They said 
that they would postpone the Order if it 
was required, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had that day given an additional 
undertaking that the matter should not 
be brought on after 9 o’clock. It was, 
therefore, now proposed to manufacture 
two Ordersof the day outof one, by putting 
the John Daly Motion down as the first 
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Order for 3 o'clock, and then putting it 
down again as the second Order at 9 
o'clock. He wished to know whether 
that was a fair way of dealing with the 
House. In view of the fact that this 
Motion concerned a Member of that 
House, and that the Member in question 
was in gaol, and therefore unable to de- 
fend himself, at least he might ask that 
no new or strange procedure should be 
followed in regard to it. The Govern- 
ment had no hesitation in moving a long 
series of resolutions early in the day, 
and they had just Closured the discus- 
sion upon them, and now the right hon. 
Gentleman had wound up by proposing 
to adjourn the Debate upon this question 
until the Debate on the Address in an- 
swer to the Queen’s Speech was brought 
to an end, as the right hon. Gen- 


tleman hoped, before 9 o'clock, in 
which case the present Order of 
the day was to be discussed as 
the second Order of the day. 


They were entitled to know when the 
Debate was to come on. The Debate on 
the Queen’s Speech might break down 
at any moment ; there might be no 
division on it ; and the Irish Members, 
who were more keenly concerned than 
any others in the Daly motion, might 
find it called on suddenly in the dinner 
hour, when the Attorney General might 
rise and simply take off his hat. That 
was not the way to take a motion of 
this kind. It should be taken on a 
stated day, and at a stated time of 
day, when every Member of the House 
would know that it was to be brought 
on. At present they did not know 
whether it was to be brought on at 9, 10, 
11, or 12 o’clock that night, or at 1, 2, or 
3 o'clock in the morning. [Sir R. 
WEBSTER made a sign of dissent.| The 
Attorney General shook his head, but 
did the Government intend by the aid 
of the Closure to squeeze the four Amend- 
ments on the Queen’s Speech in three or 
four hours? What was the advantage 
of the present motion ? The Government 
having now taken the whole time of the 
House, having swept away every rule 
under which the House worked, and 
every order for the protection of private 
Members, now proposed to add the 
additional disability that hon. Members 
were not to know when such a motion 
as that concerning John Daly was to be 
brought on. 








301 The Queen’s 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man has hurled a large number of 
accusations at my head with regard to 
the conduct of our proceedings. Let me 
remind the House of the facts. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Waterford put a question to me, inquir- 
ing after what hour I would deal with 
the subject of John Daly to-day. With 
the general assent of the House, as I 
understood it, I mentioned 9 o’clock. 
That appeared to meet with general 
assent. I was then asked by the right 
hon. Member for the Forest of Dean 
how I proposed to alter the notice of 
motion, and the right hon. Gentleman 
admitted that it could be done, with the 
general assent of the House,in the manner 
that I now propose, and which is intend- 
ed simply and solely for the convenience 
of the House. ap Hear, hear!”] Ifthe 
hon. and learned Gentleman had told me, 
at question time, that he and his friends 
had any strong objection to the course 
proposed, I should not have put 
forward this motion, which is not a 
matter of principle, but simply intended 
to meet the convenience of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman and those who sit 
near him. If, however, he takes so 
strong a view, let us by all means pro- 
ceed with the Queen’s Speech and finish 
that as soon as may be, and we will 


bring on the question of Daly as the) 


first Order to-morrow. 


Order deferred till to-morrow. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HER 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


{[ApsouRNED DeEBATE.] 
[Tuirp Niear.] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed to 
Main Question [15th August ]— 


‘* That an humble Address be presented to 
Her Majesty, as followeth :— 

Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal 
Subjects, the Commons of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 
the Most Gracious Speech which Your Majest 
has addressed to both Houses of Parliament : ”— 
(Mr. Legh.) 
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And which Amendment was, at the 
end of the Question, to add the words— 


“ But we humbly beg to draw the attention of 
Your Majesty to the existing widespread 
depression in agriculture, and submit that it 
would be expedient to pass remedial measures 
during the present year.”’—(Mr. Price.) 


Question again proposed, ‘“ That those 
words be there added.”—Debate reswmed. 


*Mr. F. A. CHANNING (North- 
ampton, E.), wished to express the 
satisfaction felt by agricultural Members 
on that side of the House at the appoint- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman to the 
Board of Agriculture. They were con- 
fident they would have from him firm, 
vigilant and clear-sighted administration, 
and that he would give fair consideration 
to the arguments of those who differed 
from him. He entirely agreed with 
what his right hon. Friend had said with 
regard to the importation of foreign 
cattle. He thought there would be great 
satisfaction in agricultural circles that: 
the firm policy adopted by his Liberal 
predecessor would be fairly maintained in 
the future. It was not, as he understood 
it, a policy for the absolute exclusion of 
all cattle from abroad, but it was, he 
believed, a policy, that so long as there 
was the least chance of spreading 
disease amongst our cattle, the present 
position of affairs should be absolutely 
/maintained. They were demanding an 
| Autumn Session, and he would have 
| been glad if his own Amendment could 
|have been brought before the House, as 
\it combined the two subjects which 
| urgently claimed attention, the provision 
for the unemployed and the relief of 
|agriculture. He usually listened with 
| pleasure to his hon. Friend the Member 
for Hampshire, who generally spoke 
with the moderation which gives 
/weight, but he was bound to remark 
| that his speech of last Friday was not a 
ivery happy one. He challenged the 
\right of the Opposition to move this 
Amendment, because in the previous 
Parliament they had voted against simi- 
lar Amendments which had been put 
down by the opposite side. But there 
was, he contended, an absolute gulf 
between the Amendment moved by the 
Member for Hampshire, in February 





Y| last, and that moved the other night by 


the Member for East Norfolk. The 
[Third Night. | 
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reason why he and his friends voted, not the fault of the late Government 
against the Amendment of the Member;that a Light Railways Bill was not 
for Hampshire was because it was a/| passed last Session, nor that the Agri- 
condemnation of the Liberal Ministry, | cultural Holdings Act was not amended. 
and because it was based on the abso-| He hoped he misunderstood the President 
lutely wrong and groundless argument | of the Board of Agriculture, when he 
that the Liberal Administration had done | was believed to have said that Members 
nothing and were then doing nothing | ons that side had opposed agricultural 
for agriculture. He was astonished at | reforms advanced from the other side of 
what fell from the hon. Member the|the House. If that was his impression, 
other night. He said that the Liberal | he would advise him to consult his hon. 
Administration had done nothing for friend the Member for Evesham, who 
agriculture except to appoint a Royal | would not complain of want of help in 
Commission which was of no use.| carrying the Market Gardeners’ Com- 
Would the two Members of the Govern- | pensation Bill. He and his friends 
ment (Mr. Chaplin and Mr. Long) now| would have been voting that white 
sitting on the Treasury Bench say that|was black if they had voted for 
that Royal Commission was of no value?|the Amendment in February last. 
In his view, it had collected evidence | [Ministerial cheers.| No doubt hon. 
more complete and of higher value than| Gentlemen opposite had been talking 
any previous inquiry, and would be of| to their constituents on the subject, 
the greatest use when presented to Par-| but he ventured to assert that not one 
liament. His hon. friend must have) of those hon. Gentlemen would now get 
spoken without recollecting the most| up and deny that the Libera! Govern- 
important inquiry relating to dairy| ment had done the good things for agri- 
farming, initiated by the late Govern-| culture which he had briefly referred to. 
ment into the working of the Margarine | This was not an Amendment of condem- 
Act and the Food and Drugs Act, on a/ nation; it was an invitation to the 
Motion made by him (Mr. Channing)| Government to give time at an early 
when Chairman of the Central Chamber | date for the urgent and pressing problem 
of Agriculture. Its report would have) of the condition of agriculture in this 
been ready and would have done much} country. He did not wish to introduce 
good in the interests of dairy farmers, | partizan arguments into the discussion, 
had it not been interrupted by the! and he could assure hon. Gentlemen 
Dissolution. The Fertilisers and | opposite that, so long as they obtained 
Feeding Stuffs Bill and the Swine/help, he did not mind from whom it 
Fever Bill, which meant a considerable|came. He should always resist any 
money gain to agriculturists, and which | attempt to obstruct or delay any prac- 
the previous Tory Government had failed | tical measures for the benefit of agricul- 
to deal with, had been carried into law. | ture. A lively expectation had been 
He was glad to hear the President of | raised in the country during the Election 
the present Board of Agriculture say | by the speeches of hon. Members on the 
that he intended to use the administra-| platform that agricultural questions 
tive powers of the Board, and hoped! would be promptly dealt with at the 
this would apply to the Act to give the | earliest moment by Her Majesty's 
Board of Agriculture the same power|Government. Many hon. Members 
to prosecute as the Board of Trade | opposite probably owed their seats to 
possessed in the case of misrepresentation | the expectation which had been raised 
of foreign produce. Besides those matters, | among many of the voters. The right 
practically all farmers whose rents were |hon. Gentleman the President of the 
under £487 were now freed from income Local Government Board, speaking at 
tax, and by the exemption of 12} per) Donington, in the Sleaford Division of 
cent. in Schedule A, one step further | Lincolnshire, on the 16th July, used 
was taken in relieving landowners also. | these words :— 

He thought that amount insufficient to | 

cover repairs and other outgoings, which | “They had no great sensational measures to 


could hardly be put at less than 90 | bring forward, but their attention would be 


, ~~ | devoted to measures of social progress and re- 
per cent., but at any rate it WAS @ form for the improvement of the condition of 
step in the right direction. It was | the masses of the people, and it was imperative 


Mr. F. A, Channing. 
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that the question of the condition of agriculture 
should be quickly dealt with. There were vast 
districts in this country where the state of 
things had become so desperately bad that 
thousands of acres of land had gone out of 
cultivation altogether—farmhouses were aban- 
doned, and cottages empty. That was a serious 
condition of affairs, which ought to command 
the attention of any British statesman.”’ 


In the notable speech at Bradford, on 
the 23rd of May, Lord Salisbury made 
a striking and eloquent reference to the 
urgency of the questions of the unem- 
ployed and of agricultural depression. 
After dealing with the question of the 
unemployed, Lord Salisbury said :— 


“Then look at the state of agriculture. 
Everywhere, especially in the eastern counties, 
you hear of farms being abandoned, lands uncul- 
tivated, labourers unemployed, poverty and 
misery increasing. Is that no subject for the 
consideration of Parliament ?”’ 


He invited Her Majesty's Government 
to realise the expectations they had 
raised in the country. The late Govern- 
ment loyally tried to do their best in the 
interests of agriculture. They were 
denounced, and in repeated debates im- 
mediate measures were demanded. He 
would ask, was there any point in 
those incessant appeals, so frequently 
uttered in the past with thundering and 
passionate eloquence by the President of 
the Local Government Board and others, 
if there was no intention on the part of 
the present Government to deal promptly 
with this question? It was neither an 
unfair nor an unfriendly suggestion to 
make, that the Government should do 
so this autumn. There was a danger 
that they might become callous to the 
facts. In the speech to which he had 
referred, Lord Salisbury had said :— 


“We do not take note, as this information 
flies rapidly under our eyes, of what misery, what 
despair to men, what utter despair to women and 
children, what physical suffering is involved in 
those frightful facts.” 


Some of the reports sent in by the 
Assistant Commissioners on agricultural 
depression were of a most striking, 
if not ghastly, character. The report on 
Essex had been frequently brought 
before the House. ‘The report of Mr. 
Hunter Pringle on Northamptonshire, 
Bedfordshire, and Huntingdonshire also 
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showed a deplorable state of things. Mr. 
Pringle says :— 

“The number of men whose[affairs are alto- 
gether in disorder is very distressing. We feel 


that anything that is to be doneshould be done 
at once.” 


The country immediately to the north 
of Wellingborough, he said, had nearly 
all changed hands within the last 15 
years, “many failed, and others left 
because of losses.” Of the Rockingham 
district :— 


“There is much land which the farmers have 
thrown aside, and allowed to grow thistles and 
rubbish. The last tenants were ruined, would 
not stop, and gave itup. The country is rapidly 
changing hands.” 


Tn a parish in Hunts :— 


‘* All the old tenants have gone since 1879, 
12 of the principal farmers (farming three- 
quarters of the parish), have been partly or 
entirely ruined since 1875. Of the 12 nine are 
dead, one by suicide.” ‘All save two were 
absolutely killed by agricultural depression.’ 


This was a sad picture, but it was not an 
exaggerated one, and it was not a question 
of the farmer only. The ruin of each 
farmer meant that many labourers lost 
work and were driven into the towns. 
He had last year visited a farm in Essex, 
which a north-country farmer was trying 
to cultivate with the work of his sons 
and occasional labour. Only afew years 
back that farm had not only brought 
four times the rent, but had given work 
to 12 labourers and their families. He 
did not condemn Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for dealing with the evicted 
tenants in Ireland during the present 
short Session, but he would point out 
that, according to many hon. Members 
opposite, these evicted tenants were men 
who had broken the law. Surely the 
English farmers, who had suffered in 
silence, who had broken no law, and had 
striven to meet their obligations, were, 
if anything, more entitled to speedy 
consideration. Why should these men 
be put off for ten or twelve months 
longer? Mr. Pringle explained a great 
deal of the deterioration of farming in 
Northamptonshire and elsewhere by 
saying that to a large extent rent was 
being paid out of capital. He said :— 


“There has been either a melting away of the 
working capital represented by their stock, accom- 
panied by increasing indebtedness to tradesmen, 
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dependence on dealers, and all-round deteriora- 
tion of farming, and ultimately resulting in 
bankruptcy and abandonment, or the private 
banking account and investments have been 
drawn upon to meet liabilities.”’ 


Speaking of Bedfordshire, Mr. Pringle 
said :— 


“T am constrained to believe that of those 
who still remain as the remnant of the old stock 
farmers, a very large proportion have remained | 
because they had some private means to fall | 
back upon.” 





In the report of Mr. Wilson Fox as to | 
the condition of Suffolk there were some 
still more frightful pictures. Then Mr. 
Pringle in his repert pointed out how 
enormous were the landlords’ outgoings 
as compared with their gross rentals. He 
said that in Huntingdonshire and North- 
amptonshire there were cases where the 
proportion of outgoings to rental had 
risen to 50 and 60 per cent. That state 
of things needed the prompt and careful | 
attention of Parliament no less than the | 
reduction of the capital of the tenants. 
Both were part of the same unfortunate 
natural law which was working itself 
out. Landlords were overburdened with 
charges upon their estates. They had 
not money enough to effect improve- 
ments or to grant necessary reductions 
of rent, and the farmers were paying 
high rents that the land did not 
earn.’ He had read with great pleasure 
a speech delivered the other day in 
Norfolk, by Mr. Clare Sewell Read, who 
said that farmers were largely paying 
out of their private incomes the wages of 
the labourers. Mr. Herman Biddell had 
made the same statement with respect 
to Suffolk. In Northamptonshire there 
were, to his knowledge, many farmers 
who were straining every nerve in the | 
endeavour, and expending their own | 
resources, to maintain the fertility and 
high standard of cultivation, and even the 
mere smartness of their farms. All honour 
to them for doing their duty by their 
landlords, their labourers and the land ! 
The knowledge of these circumstances 
made one desire to do something promptly 
to relieve the agricultural distress. If 
there were grievances which could be 
quickly and quietly dealt with without 
arousing the miserable antagonism of 
party interests, it would be a scandal 
to postpone dealing with them for eight 
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or ten months longer. The supporters 
of the Amendment were willing to give 
up a portion of their holidays, and they 
asked Ministers and hon. Members 
opposite to make a similar sacrifice in 
order to deal with such portions of this 
great question as could be taken in hand 
without delay. It was true that a Royal | 
Commission on Agriculture was sitting, 
and that argument was sometimes ad- 
duced that whilst a great inquiry was 
proceeding it was not expedient that 
Parliament should attempt to legislate 
on the subject committed to the consider- 
ation of the Commission. To that 
doctrine he had never assented without 
qualification. On various occasions in 
the past two or three years he had 
maintained that the Government of the 
day would be quite right not to wait for 
a commission’s or committee’s report 
before dealing with questions ripe for 
settlement, such as the Amendment of 
the Agricultural Holdings Act, the 
adulteration of food products, and other 
subjects in which a convergence of 
opinion and a concurrence of evidence 
could be shown to exist. It was per- 
fectly true that the report of the 
Commission would be of the greatest 
value to Parliament and to the Govern- 
ment of this day. He regretted to be 
compelled once more to refer to the 
position of the Commission. In Feb- 
ruary a debate took place with respect 
to the Royal Commission. The Chair- 
man of the Commission, and Lord 
Rosebery also, said in another place 
that it was a misfortune that the Report 
of the Commission had been delayed by 
proposals made by the present President 
of the Local Government Board. In 
the debate in February it was stated 
that the influence of the right hon. 
Gentleman had been used to prevent the 
interim report respecting the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act from being presented, 
and also that the suggestion then made 
that there should be an extension of the 
evidence had resulted in delaying the 
proceedings of the Commission. The 
Commission had now obtained  satis- 
factory evidence from Scotland, and also 
from many Welsh witnesses, and a short 
time ago all the Commissioners, he 
thought, were under the impression that 
the inquiry would terminate in the 
month of July. 
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Mr. CHAPLIN asked the Speaker 
whether it was convenient that they 
should discuss in the House the proceed- 
ings of the Commission upon the ex 
parte statements of one of its members, 
the Commission not having yet reported. 
He absolutely repudiated the statements 
of the hon, Member. 

*Mr. CHANNING remarked that the 
subject was discussed in February. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said that he under- 
stood the hon. Member to be referring to 
statements made in a debate in the 
previous Parliament, and not to any- 
thing that had taken place in the Com- 
mission. It could hardly be said that 
the hon. Member was out of order, but he 
might remind him that the question before 
the House was the expediency of passing 
remedial measures, and although it was, 
perhaps, difficult to avoid references to 
what occurred in the last Parliament, 
the hon. Member’s allusions had not 
really much bearing on the question 
whether legislation was now required. 
“ Hear, hear!” 

*Mr. CHANNING explained that his 
observations were directed to this, that 
there had been a general expectation 
that the Commission would be in a 
position to present its report at the close 
of the present year. The Commission, 
however, had been placed in a difficulty, 
because at the last moment the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite had sprung 
new topics upon it. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said that it was un- 
usual to refer in the House to the 
proceedings of a Commission before a 
report on the points raised had been 
published. He understood that no re- 
port had as yet been published respecting 
the particular fact alleged by the hon. 
Member, and further references to it 
would, therefore, be out of order. 

*Mr. CHANNING explained that he 
did not intend to carry the argument 
further than this, namely, that if the 
proceedings of the Commission, owing to 
what occurred last winter or to any other 
cause, had been and were likely to be 
greatly delayed, and if the action taken 
last winter by the President of the Local 
Government Board or other Gentlemen 
had conduced to that delay, a grave 
responsibility rested upon them. The 
mere fact that there had been delay and 
that a certain amount of responsibility 
for it did attach to the right hon. 
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Gentleman, ought to induce him to join 
with the supporters of the Amendment 
in trying to get carried through Parlia- 
ment at the earliest possible moment 
some remedial measures for agriculture. 
The fact of the Report of the Com- 
mission being delayed, in the existing 
condition of agriculture, was a strong 
reason why the President of the 
Local Government Board should join 
hon. Members in urging upon his 
colleagues the necessity of adopting such 
reforms as might be usefully carried out 
at the present time. He might be asked 
to what reforms he alluded. Now, 
everyone who had studied the question 
would admit that there was no one 
measure which would be a panacea for 
agricultural distress ; what was wanted 
was a considerable number of compara- 
tively limited and special reforms, which 
collectively and severally would build up, 
little by little, slowly but surely, once 
more the prosperity of agriculture. It 
was primarily the duty of the Govern- 
ment of the day to say what measures 
should be applied, but he was not going 
therefore to excuse himself from the 
responsibility of stating what reforms he 
thought might be carried out. In the 
first place, there were at least two 
questions which might be dealt with 
during an Autumn Session—some change 
in the law as to preferential railway 
rates on foreign produce, on the lines 
which the recent decision in the South 
Western case had shown to be indispen- 
sable, and a strengthening of the law 
with regard to the adulteration of dairy 
produce, which had been made perfectly 
clear by the conclusive evidence of the 
Select Committee. But if he was asked 
his own opinion he would boldly go to 
the root of the matter. Protection was 
out of the question, and bimetallism 
if practicable would do little good, and 
that tardily. The present position of 
agriculture was governed by the 
question of money, pure and simple. 
As he had said before, the landlords 
and tenants had not sufficient money 
to keep up the equipment of their 
estates and farms, and to thoroughly 
carry out agricultural work. Another 
defect was the bad system of land 
tenure that existed, and the want of 
protection under which the tenant farmer 
suffered in respect of the money he laid 
out for improvements. For want of the 
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necessary capital farms were being de- 
pleted year by year. Those points alone 
should suffice to induce the Government 
to deal with the agricultural question in 
an Autumn Session. Moreover, he thought 
the Government might, as the hon. Mem- 
berfor Norfolk suggested on Friday night, 
give agriculturists a thoroughly sound 
and useful Agricultural Holdings Act. 
The Bill introduced last Session by the 
hon. Member for South Molton might 
require some amendment and expansion, 
but, after all, that Bill went to the real 
point, namely, to give the industrious 
tenant a fair chance of securing his capi- 
tal, and of obtaining a fair rent which 
would not swallow up the capital. His 
object, and that of those who agreed 
with him, was to give encouragement to 
the men who worked on the land, and 
to encourage the free application of money 
to the land, which was indispensable 
for the future of agriculture. In a letter 
to The Times the other day, the hon. 
Member for Hampshire (Mr. Jeffreys) 
pointed out that there were many 
millions of money now idle which might 
be invested in the land, to its relief and 
advantage, if real security was given, 
and he was perfectly willing, for his own 
part, to see a system of loans to landlords, 
and, if possible, to landlords and tenants, 
initiated for the benefit of the agri- 
cultural classes on cheaper and easier 
terms, so as tofacilitate the improvements 
necessary to restore the fertility of the 
soil. He had thus suggested four topics 
which would give some relief to the 
present state of things, and which, seeing 
that all parties and all classes were 
agreed that it was necessary something 
should be done, to relieve existing 
depression, might be advantageously 
dealt with by the Government in a 
short Autumn Session. And he thought 
he had fully made out a case for their 
doing so. The question of the readjust- 
ment of local and Imperial taxation 
as bearing on agricultural land was 
one of great importance, and deserved 
the gravest consideration, but its com- 
plexity demanded time, and it could 
not be entered on now. It had been 
said that in this matter there should be 
no sectional remedies, and he concurred. 
He would add that while there should be 
no sectional remedies, so there should be 
no remedies sectionally applied to one 
class as opposed to another. He should 
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be opposed to any readjustment of taxa- 
tion on the land unless it was accom- 
panied by such reforms as would 
guarantee, either by a division of the 
rates, or by some power to reduce rents, 
or both, that the relief proposed should 
not be given to one class only, but should 
be shared by the tenant farmers and by 
the labourers. ‘The mere announcement 
of a policy, providing that the tenant 
farmer should henceforth have full 
security for the capital he invested, and 
that the State was willing to provide a 
system of loans at cheaper rates, would 
do a great deal at once to stimu- 
late the hopes of agriculturists. He 
had endeavoured to point out 
certain remedies for the existing 
distress which, if promptly carried out, 
would, he was sure, confer much advan- 
tage upon agriculture during the coming 
year, and he thought it would be a great 
misfortune to the country, and would 
reflect little credit on the House and on 
Her Majesty’s Government if an effort 
were not made to initiate, during the 
present year, some such reforms as he 
had indicated. 

*Mr. A. M. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye) said, the hon. Member for East 
Northampton might be congratulated 
on the tone of his speech, and on 
his invitation to hon. Members to 
sink Party feeling on this par- 
ticular question. He did not know, 
however, that he could congratulate the 
Mover and Seconder of the Amendment 
on the practical light they had thrown 
on this difficult problem. Now, on this 
question he was only entitled to speak 
on behalf of those who sent him to the 
House for that express purpose, and on 
behalf of his constituents he had to say 
two things. The first was, that this 
question of the wide-spread agricultural 
depression was not only one which in- 
terested them particularly, but one which 
painfully absorbed their whole attention 
at the present time. The other thing he 
had to say was, that they confidently 
looked—and, he believed, with justice— 
to the present Government to come to 
their rescue, not only as regarded good 
administration, which he thought they 
were sure to have, but also as regarded 
wise, timely legislation, about which he 
had some doubt. He thought there was 
a good deal of truth in what the hon. 
Member who had just sat down said, 
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when he reminded hon. Members on 
that side of the House how much 
they owed their present commanding 
ition to hopes they had raised 
in the breasts of the farming com- 
munity. The question arose whether 
those hopes were going to be realised. 
The hon. Member who proposed the 
Amendment seemed to consider that 
they would not be realised. He supposed 
they must all wait, though waiting was 
a tedious and exasperating process. 
Most of them could contribute indi- 
vidual tales confirming the general 
story of depression throughout the 
country. Even in the favoured part 
of the country in which he lived, the 
county of Sussex on the border of 
Kent, he had known within a few miles 
of his house quite recently, farms out of 
which men still living had made their 
fortunes, sold—that was the freehold— 
for £13 an acre ; that record was beaten 
in other parts of the country where stiff 
clays and arable land prevailed He 
would content himself with quoting 
one instance of individual suffering 
that came to his notice. It was that 
of a farmer who a few years ago made 
his will, leaving, and being entitled to 
leave £30,000 to his family. When he 
died the other day, purely through his 
farming losses, his family had nothing, 
his widow was a candidate for relief from 
the Agricultural Benevolent Society, and 
his son was going out as a day labourer. 
The hon. Member who last addressed the 
House spoke sympathetically on the 
subject of dealing with local taxation 
and burdens on land, but he found on 
reference to the Journals of the House, 
that on 27th February, 1891, the hon. 
Member supported this Resolution— 
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“That in the opinion of the House the pro- 
portion of taxation that falls upon and is pay- 
able by land and its rentals is insufficient, 
and ought to be increased.”’ 


Had the hon. Member, then, changed his 
mind on this subject ? 

*Mr. CHANNING : I am under the 
impression that the Motion in question 
referred not to agricultural but to urban 
land. It was in that sense I gave my 
vote. 

*Mr. BROOKFIELD : That explana- 
tion will not hold water, for the Motion 
was a general one. It was supported 
not only by the right hon. Gentlemannow 
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sitting on the Front Opposition Bench 
(Sir W. Harcourt) but by the Gentleman 
who was recently Minister for Agricul- 
ture, and who was raised to the peerage 
for his important services. It was diffi- 
cult to believe that the Party who as a 
Party voted for that Resolution were 
quite sincere in their desire to free the 
land from undue taxation. The hon. 
Member for East Norfolk advocated 
good pure beer as one of the pana- 
ceas for agricultural distress, but 
there again he found the Journals 
of the House did him injustice appa- 
rently, because last Session, when he had 
an opportunity of supporting the demand 
for pure beer, he voted against the 
motion of the right hon. Member for 
Thanet. 

Mr. PRICE: That was a Motion in 
the direction of taxation, introduced as 
an Amendment to the Budget. 

*Mr. BROOKFIELD: I would ask 
the hon. Member what he has ever done 
to promote pure beer legislation ? 

Mr. PRICE: I have backed the Bill 
of the hon. Member for the Sudbury 
Division ever since I was in the House. 

*Mr. BROOKFIELD: Yes, sir, but 
he did not appear to support it whenever 
it had any chance. 

Mr. PRICE: When ? 

*Mr. BROOKFIELD: AndI am sur- 
prised at the hon. Member for East Nor- 
folk having seconded any demand on the 
subject of pure beer; I should have 
thought his constituents, by their 
behaviour at the late Election, rather 
showed they would be better without 
any beer at all. The hon. Member also 
wished to place some restrictions on the 
sale of foreign meat. 

Mr. PRICE: The fraudulent sale. 

*Mr. BROOKFIELD : But there again 
he was not exactly in agreement with 
the hon. Member for Leicester, who was 
a warm advocate for increasing the im- 
portation of Canadian cattle, and a 
warm advocate apparently of free trade 
in pleuro-pneumonia. He much preferred 
those blunt suggestions, however, what- 
ever inconsistencies there might be in 
the movers, to no suggestions at all. 
But in his opinion they ought frankly to 
admit that as regarded the more drastic 
and effectual remedies, the Government 
had a very good case for demanding 
delay until the new financial year. For 
instance, as regarded a wide change in 
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the direction of transferring local burdens 
to the Imperial charge, any great modi- 
fication or alteration of the Finance Act, 
any extensive reform in connection with 
the revenue duties (and on the subject 
of pure beer), it was fair to wait until 
they could discuss them in connection 
with the new Budget. But none the 
less he regretted that two or three lines 
could not have been inserted in the 
Queen’s Speech to express the sym- 
pathy of the Government with those 
who had done so much to place 
them in their present position. 
Though barren sympathy might not 
appear to her Majesty’s Government a 
thing of much practical value, he could 
assure them that it would have been 
appreciated by large numbers of farmers 
and landowners throughout the couutry 
who, as it was, might be erroneously led 
to suppose that the Government took a 
greater interest in the sufferings of 
distant people like the Armenians than 
in those of people at home whose welfare 
should betheir first care. [‘‘ Hear, hear !”] 
He wished, therefore, that a few words 
could have been inserted in the Gracious 
Speech to have given a little timely en- 
couragement to the farming class, who 
were a well deserving, sorely-suffering, 
and marvellously patient section of her 
Majesty’s subjects. 


On the return of Mr. SPEAKER after 
the usual interval, 


*Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) said, he would not have inter- 
vened in the Debate at all, but for 
the speech made by the President of 
the Board of Agriculture on Friday 
night. It had been his privilege in the 
last Parliament to listen to several 
speeches from the right hon. Gentleman, 
and he had come to the conclusion that, 
of all the Members of the House the 
right hon. Gentleman was probably one 
of those best acquainted with the con- 
dition of the agricultural interest, and 
best qualified to deal with the solution 
of the difficult problems that were pre- 
sented by the existing agricultural 
depression. Perhaps that fact accentu- 
ated the disappointment he felt with the 
right hon. Gentleman’s somewhat per- 
functory performance on Friday night. 
He could not help contrasting the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attitude, now that he 
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was in Office, with his attitude last 
year when he was in Opposition, when 
he supported the Motion of the hon, 
Member for South Essex for the Adjourn- 
ment of the House on the ground that 
the state of the agricultural industry was 
such as to be a matter of urgent public 
importance. In order to further empha- 
sise that striking contrast he would call 
the attention of the House to the words 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford, now President of the Local 
Government Board, spoken as recently 
as February of this year :— 


“What did seem strange to him,” 


said the right hon. Member for Sleaford 
on that occasion, 


“ when they remembered the deplorable con- 
dition the agricultural interest was now 
in; when they knew that so many other 
interests were greatly depressed ; and that vast 
numbers of people were every day being put out 
of employment, the Government showed no ade- 
quate sense of the urgency and gravity of the 
situation. It was quite impossible to exaggerate 
the gravity of the agricultural situation. It 
was reported that in almost every district of the 
country it was steadily and rapidly growing 
worse.” 


He (Mr. Brynmor Jones) ventured to 
repeat the words of the right hon. Gentle- 
man and say, that the Government of 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
now a Member showed no adequate sense 
of the urgency and gravity of the situa- 
tion. The Governmentcould not put them 
off with the procrastinating platitudes 
of the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture on Friday night, that he would 
honestly, sincerely,and straightforwardly 
do his duty—next year. He said so 
much in justice to his hon. Friend the 
Member for Norfolk, whose Motion had 
been denounced as having no sincerity 
behind it. But the more particular 
purpose for which he rose was to com- 
plain that the Minister for Agriculture 
had made no reference at all to the 
disastrous condition of things in the 
Principality of Wales. He had had 
| : 

ample opportunity as a Member of the 
‘Welsh Land Commission of gauging the 
extent of the agricultural depression in 
‘the Welsh counties, and, without any 
‘polemical intent, but by way of appeal 
'to the Minister for Agriculture, he de- 
clared that unless there was some great 
change in the economic situation, or 
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unless some remedial measures were in- 
troduced by the Government, then they 
were face to face with the bankruptcy in 
the Welsh Counties of one of the largest 
and most influential industrial classes in 
the community. As he was a Member 
of the Land Commission, which had not 
yet reported, he would not go into the 
question of the tenant-farmers, because 
to do so would necessarily involve his 
dealing with delicate questions between 
landlords and tenants which, for 
the present, he desired to avoid. But 
he desired to deal with the question of 
small freeholders, and he did so the 
more readily because public attention 
had been drawn to it by his hon. Friend 
and colleague on the Commission, the 
hon. Baronet who represented Swansea 
town, in a speech delivered in Wales 
some time ago. One of the peculiarities 
of the Welsh counties, so far as agricul- 
ture is concerned, is that tenants 
were chiefly members of families 
who had been connected with the same 
holding, or at any rate the same estate, 
not only from generation to generation, 
but in some cases from century to 
century. In support of that proposition 
he could refer to the evidence of Colonel 
Hughes of the Wynne estate—one of the 
largest in Wales—who said he could 
mention at least one case in which the 
same family had been farming the same 
holding for about one thousand years. 
It therefore happened that, when estates 
were broken up, those men paid extrava- 
gant prices for the farms with which 
their families had been so long connected. 
Tn nearly all instances they were unable 
to pay the purchase money down. They 
had to mortgage their holdings. They 
mortgaged them at a time when there 
was greater prosperity in trade and 
agriculture. Their condition now was 
that in a large number of cases they 
were face to face with bankruptcy and 
eviction, and they had tocontemplatesink- 
ing down into the position of labourers, or 
else of going into the workhouse ; because, 
for Welsh-speaking farmers, above middle 
ageand without capital, migration to Eng- 
lish towns or emigration to the Colonies 
was out of the question. The hon. Baronet 
who represented Swansea town drew 
attention to this question in a speech 
that had attracted a good deal of public 
notice. He did not say that the seats 
won by the Government in Wales were 
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due to the expectations held out by the 
hon. Baronet. He made no point about 
that. But the hon. Baronet said it was 
quite possible for the State, by a simple 
financial operation which would involve 
no loss, to relieve those men. Whatever 
was done must be done quickly. Those 
men had to deal with mortgagees, who 
were more difficult persons to contend 
with than landlords. From a landlord a 
tenant might expect to receive considera- 
tion ; but a mortgagee was in most cases 
only a trustee for persons who had no 
other connection with the district in 
which their money was invested. He 
brought forward the question new in the 
hope that the Government in considering 
the financial matters of next year would 
take into account the position of those 
small freeholders in Wales. He did not 
intend to labour the question or to go 
into details ; but he should like to 
point out that Mr. Morgan Richard- 
son offered a reasonable scheme for 
the relief of those freeholders, which 
he hoped the Minister for Agricul- 
ture would take into his consideration. 
Also he should like to hear something 
from the Government about Railway 
Rates in Wales. There, as in every part 
of the Kingdom, they had to complain 
of excessive rates on agricultural pro- 
duce, and of undue preference given to 
the Irish over the Welsh farmer. The 
through rates of some railways operated 
to the disadvantage of the Welsh agri- 
culturists. He hoped that some indica- 
tion of the policy of the Government 
would be given. There was another 
important question with reference to 
Welsh agriculture. From its physical 
conditions, it was not 'a country where 
arable cultivation could prosper much, 
except in some of the valleys. Itwas upon 
dairy produce and sheep farming that 
Welsh farmers must mainly hope to pros- 
per. Couldthe Government see their way 
todo what had been suggested from both 
sides of the House—namely, through the 
local authorities, or otherwise, to en- 
courage butter and cheese factories in 
Wales? Asa Welsh Land Commissioner 
he was much struck with the fact that 
wherever he went in Wales, it was not 
Welsh, but Devonshire or Danish butter 
that he got; and when he asked the 
reason, he was told by many competent 
witnesses that the Welsh farmers were 
not able to make the kind of butter 
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which the English visitor required. The 
establishment of butter factories had 
been suggested as one of the smaller 
remedies for relieving the agricultural 
situation in Wales. The farmers 
themselves had not sufficient capital 
among them to start these factories. 
He mentioned these facts to show 
that if the Government were in earnest 
in this matter they must act quickly, 
for the situation brooked no delay. If 
he were to speak as a party man, he 
could tell how the Unionist candidates 
throughout Wales went about saying 
that a Liberal Government spelt ruin 
for the farmers; but that a Unionist 
Government would mean big balances 
at the bank ; silk dresses for the farmers’ 
wives ; low rates; no cattle disease ; a 
minimum of foreign competition ; and, 
in fact, that a Unionist Government 
would “scatter plenty o’er a smiling 
land.” [AMfinisterial cheers.| Then let 
them do it. [Opposition Cheers.| That 
was what they asked in moving this 
Amendment. The hon. Member for 
Hampshire (Mr. Jeffreys) said that the 
Amendment was a mere trick. It was 
not a trick of the Opposition. It was 
an opportunity for the Government. 
The hon. Member spoke with some 
trepidation and perturbation of spirit ; 
because, if he voted with the Govern- 
ment on this Amendment—which 
offered the hon. Gentlemen opposite the 
sincerest flattery in the shape of imita- 
tion of their Motions in the last Parlia- 
ment—he knew that it would be 
awkward for him in his constituency. 
And he would promise that he and his 
friends would pay a visit to the hon. 
Member’s constituency in order that the 
plain and unvarnished truth about the 
hon. Member’s vote might be known 
there. On this question, of all others, 
the Government ought not to put the 
House off with a speech like that of the 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 
Before the General Election Lord 
Salisbury said that the policy of his 
Party was Dissolution. Did the Govern- 
ment want the Opposition to tell the 
country now that the policy of Lord 
Salisbury’s Party was Delay? If not, let 
them give a better answer to this Motion, 
for which he, at any rate, should vote. 
Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford) said that he should go down to his 
constituents with a clear conscience after 
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having voted against this Amendment, 
They would not require much explana- 
tion, for they were intelligent people, and 
when they read this Debate they would 
understand for themselves. He should 
tell them that this was an Amendment 
which, when brought forward by the 
Unionist Party in Opposition, was invari- 
ably voted down by those who now pro- 
posed it. [Cheers.] He should tell 
them, as the hon. Member who last 
spoke had practically admitted, that it 
was a political dodge, with the object of 
putting the agricultural supporters of the 
Government in a difficulty. [Cheers.] 
He should further tell his constituents 
that when the Resolution was brought 
forward the front Opposition Bench was 
as empty as the Radical promises and as 
blank as their legislative record. [Cheers 
and laughter.| And by whom was this 
Amendment proposed? By the Repre- 
sentative of the wildest part of the 
British Empire—of the constituency 
inhabited by savages. [Cheers and 
laughter. | 

Mr. PRICE: I beg to state that my 
constituency is quite as respectable as 
any in England. [Laughter] 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE said that 
it was a constituency which at the last 
Election showed a long series of political 
atrocities. [Ministerial cheers, and Op- 
position cries of “ Question.” 

Mr. W. REES DAVIES (Pembroke- 
shire): I rise to a point of order. I 
wish to ask, Sir, whether the hon. Gen- 
tleman is in order in casting gross impu- 
tations upon a constituency ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not outof order. [Ministerial cheers.| 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE, continu- 
ing, said that the attacks were made 
without respect of age or sex. He would 
read a passage from a newspaper to show 
that he did not exaggerate—{ Opposition 
cries of “ Question.” | 


“Tn East Norfolk, during the excitement of 
an election, it is evidently almost as necessary to 
carry firearms for self-defence as in any quite 
uncivilised and savage country.” 


[Cheers and laughter.| That was not 
from a Tory organ, but from one which 
generally supported the Opposition. 
Then the Resolution was seconded by a 
Gentleman (Mr. Broadhurst) who had 
been honourably connected with manual 
labour in early life, but who knew very 
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little of agriculture. The hon. Member 
had never turned his trowel into a plough- 
share. [Laughter.| If he were to com- 
pare the Seconder of the Motion to a 
character in antiquity, he should liken 
him to Balbus, the friend of our youth, 
whose only exploit was to build a wall. 
If they were to go down to the hon. 
Member’s pleasant retreat at Cromer— 
[Opposition cries of “Oh!” and “ Ques- 
tion”|—and there were many hon. 
Members who would like to have a 
pleasant retreat at Cromer—they would 
probably find the hon. Member, with the 
late Home Secretary, conducting agri- 
cultural operations on the shore of that 
seaside resort. [Zaughter.| The Amend- 
ment was supported by the hon. Member 
for Northamptonshire (Mr. Channing), 
whose acquaintance with agriculture was 
purely theoretical, being derived entirely 
from Blue-books; and who knew no 
more of agriculture practically than “ the 
beasts which roam over the plain.” 
[Laughter and cheers.| Indeed, not quite 
so much, because the beasts could dis- 
tinguish between varieties in the vege- 
table world, and he doubted whether the 
hon. Member could. [Zaughter.] No 
doubt a great deal ought to be done for 
agriculture ; and at the last Election he 
and other Unionists promised to urge 
upon the Government the necessity of 
devoting much attention to agriculture. 
But this Amendment was not an honest 
attempt to bring the matter before the | 
attention of the Government. [Cries | 
of “Oh!” and cheers.| A Govern- | 
ment which had just got into 
office could not be expected to bring 
forward mature proposals. He in- 
vited the House to give attention | 
to the question of local taxation, stating | 
that the land was burdened with a much | 
heavier rate of taxation than it ought to 
be. The only way in which the farmer 
could be enabled to live was to cause 
him to make his business more profitable. | 
The produce of English farmers was | 
pure, genuine and cheap; but when it 
reached the consumer it was generally 
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Department of the State empowered to 
undertake inquiries on behalf of persons 
injured by preferential rates, and if a 
large portion of the canal system was 
acquired by the State, a method of com- 
peting against the high rates of the 
railway companies would be established 
to the benefit of agriculture. Much 
might also be done by the farmer in 
opening up new industries. He men- 
tioned cider-making as a question in 
which he personally took great interest, 
and as an agricultural industry which 
he had striven greatly to foster among 
farmers. Twenty years ago, English 
farmers were warned by Professor Lloyd 
that if they did not take care and make 
their butter better and of uniform 
quality, they would be beaten by the 
foreigner. The English farmers paid no 
heed to that warning, and the foreigner 
appeared as a competitor in the butter 
market ; and it would be very difficult to 
drive him out again. 

*Mr. G. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton) said, the House had listened to 
a little political Billingsgate from the 
hon. Member. Although his language 
might be strong it would do little to 
relieve the agricultural depression of 
which he and other hon. Members com- 
plained. That an immediate remedy for 
agricultural depression was needed ap- 
peared to be proved by the fact that hon. 
Members were conscious of it last year 
and the year before. In 1893 and 1895 
Amendments to the Address were moved, 
and in 1894 the Adjournment of the 
House was moved in order to call attention 
to the necessity of doing something for 
agriculture. If the subject was urgent in 
those years it was none the less urgent 
now. He thought he was justified in 
assuming that the Government, by their 
present attitude, had not that earnest 
desire to deal with this matter which they 
professed to have before the General 
Election. They were told last winter that 
there was great want of employment, and 
that the distress among the unemployed 
was very severe. A Member of the 
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Jation which they wanted so much to the distress of the unemployed was due 
prevent existing evils, as enforcement of | in a large degree to discharged agricul- 
the law. Private individuals, however, tural labourers, but the Government 
would not take the initiative on their|now did not propose to do a single 
own behalf, and local authorities were| thing for agricultural labourers until 
lax in seeing the provisions of the law|next spring. They were going to leave 
carried out. He should like to see a/all legislation for the farmers and 
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labourers until next year. The Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
made a very interesting contribution to 
the Debate of 1895. He said in very 
eloquent language, that they might 
conceive the pitiable condition of these 
men, unable to obtain the means of 
getting food or clothing or warmth. | thing of the dark and devious ways of the 
If that was true in February last, was it | railway companies. Was there a single 
not true now, when crops were infinitely |measure introduced by any Unionist 
worse ? The Member for Essex asked how |for the protection of tenants’ improve- 
were the children to be fed in the coming | ments before his Bill was read a second 
winter. Why not press that on the/|time, although it had been again and 
President of the Local Government | again stated in the country that the Tory 
Board, whose sympathy was so keen last | party were the only friends of the tenant 
February, but who now took himself|farmer ? He read the report of the 
anywhere but on the Government Bench | Agricultural Union which had assembled 
to carry legislation. He remembered a|in one of the rooms upstairs. When on 
cartoon published during the Elections ; | the subject of pure beer, one of the Mem- 
it showed by way of contrast the agri-| bers said :— 

cultural labourer under a Unionist | 

Government and under a Radical Gov-| “You must not talk of substitutes now in 
ernment. In the former there was a| making beer, or you will offend the brewers.” 
great joint of meat upon the table and a! 

foaming tankard of beer. The scene|They used to te told that the Irish 
under a Radical Government, showed a} Party were the masters of the late 
distracted wife, a despairing husband, |Government ; he hoped the masters of 
and a hungry child. Well, what was the | the Party opposite were not ‘the brewers. 
Government going to do to fill the| Where was that remedy so often pro- 
stomachs of these starving persons?/claimed, the reform of the currency ? 
Let them dosomething to fill the cupboard | ‘hey had not heard much about that in 
if the Government wasin earnest. For | the present Debate. There was another 
his part he did not wish to treat this|remedy, the duty on foreign barley. 
subject in a controversial spirit. Legis-| Where was that? Were they going to 
lation for the benefit of agriculturists | introduce that next year? They were 
should not be dealt with in a party spirit. | told, too, that fair trade was the panacea 
Let them raise the question above that |for agricultural distress. Many advo- 
and give the farmer and labourer some | cated fair trade — protection in other 
encouragement. [Jronical cheers.| Yes,|words—as the cure for all the evils. 
but what were the Government doing?) But besides these remedies, there was 
Where were the three acres and a cow! as| another. He never could quite under- 
one of his friends near him suggested. | stand it, and he did not understand it 
He was sure the right hon. Gentleman| yet. They were told that prosperity 
the President of the Board of Agriculture | would come to the agricultural interest, 
had the interests of agriculture at heart, | owing to the confidence generated by the 
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charged more for conveying their produce 
over English railways than were the 
foreign competitors. He knew that 
the right hon. Gentleman was a Direc- 
tor; and, on the principle that an old 
poacher made a good game-keeper, the 
right hon. Gentleman might know some- 











and recently he had said that he did not 
intend to reverse the position of the late 
Government with regard to cattle disease. 
The only indication he gave was that he 
intended to shut out lean cattle, but in 
that he was only following the example 
of the late Liberal Minister of Agriculture. 
Why should the right hon. Gentleman 
not show the country something more 
of his policy, instead of only carry- 
ing out the policy of his predecessor ? 
They had heard a great deal about Rail- 
way Rates. It was a burning grievance 
amongst agriculturists that they were 


Mr. G. Lambert. 


return of a Conservative Government. 
That seemed to be the latest phrase of 
| the confidence trick. Why, wheat had 
gone down 2s. a quarter since the present 
/Government came into office. He did 
not say they were responsible for it, but 
‘do not let them go about the country 
|preaching that the return of a Con- 
'servative Government would alone bring 
|a return of agricultural prosperity. 

| *Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
| Ludlow), reminded the hon. Member 
|who had just spoken, and others, that 
the late Government, after they were 
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returned to power in 1892, remained 
for six months without doing anything. 
He had been associated with Mr. Clare 
Sewell Read and Mr. Pell, who were 
Members for Norfolk and Leicester in 
1865. The latter signalised himself by 
a great meeting against cattle plague, 
and the former was associated with him 
in the repeal of the Malt Tax. The 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
would have set the other Members of the 
Royal Commission a better example if 
he had at once proceeded to the 
remedies. They had examined witness 
after witness, who said depression was 
owing to low prices and foreign compe- 
tition. What remedy did they propose 
for that? As wheat and barley had not 
been mentioned, let them try if they 
could affect cereals without falling 
into any economic heresy. The first 
point he would suggest was, whether 
it might not be a convenient time 
now to carry out what the farmers 
of England had so long desired—namely, 
a uniform weight for corn. He had had 
the honour of being Chairman of a Com- 
mittee which sat to consider that subject, 
and though some difficulty had been ex- 
pressed in respect to the eastern 
counties, he had heard that Norfolk had 
changed its opinion on that subject, 
and he hoped that his hon. Friend the 
Member for East Norfolk might join in 
assisting the Government to do away 
with the barbarous system of maintaining 
about 200 different weights. With 
respect to the price of wheat, they had 
heard statements made in the House that 
the price was not regulated by the law 
of supply and demand, and that that law 
could beoverridden by ringsof speculators, 
He wished now to suggest, for the con- 
sideration of hon. Members and _ the 
Government, whether there would be 
any objection to England joining in the 
invitation of the representatives of the 
farmers of Germany, Belgium, and 
Hungary, in holding an inquiry together 
into the alleged manipulation of prices 
by rings of speculators. He understood 
that the Government were likely to con- 
sider the question of throwing more of 
the burden of the taxation on personal 
property. On that point he wished to 
make a suggestion. When he was first 


in the House he had the honour of pre- 
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siding over the first large meeting held 
on that subject in the town of Leicester, 
when the Royal Agricultural Society 
met there, and he then made the sugges- 
tion that it would be desirable to reprint 
the evidence of Sir George Cornewall 
Lewis, given on the subject before a 
Committee of the House of Lords which 
sat in 1850; and he would now urge 
that suggestion on the Government. He 
thought they might also, during the 
autumn, consider the evidence that 
bad been laid before the House on the 
assistance given by Foreign Governments 
to light railways. As it was a private 
Committee which first set that question 
in motion, followed by an inquiry by the 
Board of Trade, he would suggest that 
that Committee should be reconstituted, 
with a view to giving the Government 
assistance in that direction. The far- 
mers had, no doubt, had great influence 
in putting this Government into power. 
That he fully admitted, and he sincerely 
hoped that they would have no ground 
for disappointment. He remembered 
a celebrated speech of the late John 
Bright, in which he said he saw the 
dawning of better times for the nation 
and people he loved so well, and he be- 
lieved that if they were sincere they 
might try this autumn to do something 
themselves to assist the Government in 
doing something for the farmers, in whom 
they were all so much interested. 

*Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banff- 
shire) said, he wished to associate him- 
self with his hon. Friend the Member for 
East Aberdeenshire in urging the Gov- 
ernment to state what they proposed to 
do for the crofters of the north-east of 
Scotland. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, speaking in the Debate on the 
Crofters’ Bill last September, admitted 
very fully the claims of these industrious 
men to proper protection in their im- 
provements. He thought this particular 
class had a special claim to consideration 
on the ground that their claim had 
already been recognised. Owing to the 
legislation begun in their behalf, these 
men had had their expectationsraised more 
than any other class of the agricultural 
community. He believed that if the Op- 
position had allowed the Crofters’ Act 
Amendment Bill to be referred to the 
Scotch Grand: Committee last Session, 


[Third Night.] 





327 Address in 


and if the Leader of the Opposition had 
given it his support in another place, 
these men would at this very moment 
have been enjoying the protection for 
their improvements which would be 
given by fair rents and fixity of tenure. 
He thought, therefore, that they had a 
particular claim on the Government of 
the present day ; at any rate, they were 
entitled to know what it was proposed 
to do on their behalf. The only other 
point he wished to refer to was the 
remark of his hon. Friend the Seconder 
of the Amendment as to the farmers of 
the North East of Scotland being 
interested in the unrestricted importa- 
tion of Canadian cattle. They were 
mostly breeders of cattle, and although 
they were perfectly prepared for free 
trade in cattle, they did not want free 
trade in disease. They were, therefore, 
strongly in favour of the enforcement of 
precautions against disease. They also 
did not wish to see free trade in fraud. 
They desired that it should not be 
possible for people to have an inferior 
kind of meat palmed off upon them, 
at an additional price, as prime 
Scotch. Those were the only two 
points with which he desired to trouble 
the House, and he would only make an 
appeal to the Government to state what 
they would do to protect the improve- 
ments of one of the most industrious 
classes in the country. 

*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Henry 
CuaP.in, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : This 
Debate has taken a somewhat peculiar 
line. Hon. Gentlemen opposite appear 
to me to have been occupying themselves 
much more in endeavouring to explain 
why they ought not to have been 
defeated at the General Election, and 
why the farmers ought to have been 
grateful to them for all they did for 
them in the last three years, instead of 
in making any practical suggestions for 
the future. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] I do not 
think I should have risen to take any 
part in the Debate but for the speech 
of the hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire. The hon. Member has 
adopted a peculiarly unusual course, 
and one which I hope will not be 
imitated in this House in the future. 
[‘‘ Hear, hear!”] The hon. Gentleman has 
referred to certain of the proceedings of 
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the Commission of which both he and I 
are Members. At one of the first 
meetings of that Commission it was 
decided that the sittings should not be 
open to the Press, and therefore, the 
proceedings were necessarily confidential. 
I have sat on many Commissions in the 
course of my life, and the course the hon. 
Member has pursued to-night is the 
gravest breach of propriety I ever 
recollect, not to attach any harsher 
name to it. {[ Hear, hear ! | 

*Mr. CHANNING: The right hon. 
Gentleman will perhaps allow me to 
state that the Chairman of the Com- 
mission took exactly the same course 
in February last. 

*Mr. CHAPLIN: That is not an 
accurate statement. On that occasion, 
in consequence of ,certain statements 
about myself, made with equal impro- 
priety, an attack was made upon me 
by the late Prime Minister in the 
House of Lords, and I was com- 
pelled to defend myself against untrue 
charges in the House of Commons. 
My object was simply to make a reply, the 
necessity for which I regretted, but which 
is forced upon me by the introduction of 
the name of Mr. Shaw Lefevre. The 
right hon. Gentleman. spoke solely in 
reply to what I had said. The object of 
the hon. Member on this as on a former 
occasion has been to impute to me that 
I have been endeavouring to delay the 
proceedings of that Commission. On the 
former occasion, last winter, in this 
House, I answered the statements of the 
hon. Member, and absolutely refuted 
them ; and if the hon. Member wished 
to do so, why did he not take the course 
that was open to him, and reply to me 
at once? It was because he knew well 
that he was powerless to do so. As to 
what happened last week, although I 
feel loth, even in self-defence, to follow 
the example of the hon. Member, I will 
say first that he has been sufficiently 
answered by the hon. Member for Swan- 
sea, who gave us most interesting in- 
formation with regard to Wales, but 
complained that the Minister for Agricul- 
ture, in his speech of Friday last, made 
no reference to the condition of Wales. 
Well, Sir, at this moment we are ex- 
amining Welsh witnesses, and the Welsh 
evidence is not completed, and if the 
motion made by the hon. Member last 
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week had been accepted by the Com- 
mission, we should have been quite un- 
able to take further evidence. 

*Mr. CHANNING rose to order. He 
understood the Speaker to have ruled 
that it was not competent to hon. Mem- 
bers to refer to the private proceedings 
of the Commission, and, therefore, he 
abstained from pursuing his own argu- 
ment. Was the right hon. Gentleman 
in order in referring to a motion made 
in the Commission ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER : I did not under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman to do 
more than deny the statement which 
had escaped from the hon. Member 
before I interrupted him. I think the 
right hon. Member will be wrong in 
pursuing the matter further. 

*Mr. CHAPLIN: At all events, the 
course adopted by the hon. Member and 
others, in first making charges against 
hon. Members and then seeking to pre- 
vent replies to them, is one which, I 
hope, will not be imported into the 
Debates of this House. The hon. 
Member observed that he did not wish 
to prolong the Session ; but he made a 
wandering speech of an hour, the object 
of which I was at a loss to understand, 
until near the close he let out that what 
hon. Gentlemen opposite want for the 
relief of agriculture is an Autumn 
Session, for which the House should 
meet in November. We are near 
September already, and, if Debates are 
to be conducted as they have been this 
evening, it seems uncommonly likely 
that we shall have an Autumn Session 
to get the Estimates of the year passed. 
I put it to hon. Members opposite, is it 
really a practical proposal that we are 
to have an Autumn Session for consider- 
ing measures for the relief of agriculture 
and the distress from want of employ- 
ment? Is there the slightest chance of 
its being accepted by the House or by 
the Leaders of the Opposition? If the 
House meets in November, we are to be 
expected to produce our measures. 
[Opposition cheers.| How is it possible 
for us to prepare them? We want a 


little time to prepare our measures. 
It is idle and ridiculous to suppose 
that we can produce them, as certain 
generals are said to have summoned 
armed men, by a stamp of the foot. 
We have been in office barely three 
weeks, whilst Gentlemen opposite had 
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been in power three years. Why 
should we be called upon to do in 
three weeks what they have not been 
able to do in three years? It is an 
unreasonable demand, and I do not 
think a single farmer will be hoodwinked 
by it. [Cheers.] 

*Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
shire, W.): The speech which we have 
heard from the right hon. Gentleman is 
a singular comment upon the language 
which he and his hon. Friends have been 
holding throughout the country during 
the last three years. They have con- 
stantly imputed to the late Government 
that they were indifferent to the interests 
of agriculture, and that was a charge 
that was absolutely unfounded. The late 
Government never professed to be able 
to restore exceptional prosperity to the 
agricultural world by legislation ; they 
left that to Gentlemen opposite, who 
declared that we did not understand the 
interests of agriculture and they did, 
and that, if they were only in our places, 
agriculture should be made prosperous at 
once. That was the language they held in 
this House and throughout the country. 
We made the contributions we were 
able to make towards the agricultural 
interest. [‘ Hear, hear!”] Gentlemen 
have denied these facts, but contrary to 
the truth. They know perfectly well 
that under the late Government the 
farmers were largely relieved in respect 
of income-tax. [ Hear, hear!”] They 
called upon us to make provision with 
reference to swine fever. Large sums 
were spent upon that head of agricul- 
tural distress. I wish I could say, from 
what I have learnt, that they had been 
more successful. Like many other reme- 


| dies proposed, they have not had theresults 


that they hoped and expected ; but month 
after month and year after year Motions 
were made by Gentlemen who then sat 
on this side of the House calling on the 
Government to find remedies for agri- 
cultural distress. We ventured to ask 
these Gentlemen what they thought 
were remedies for agricultural distress. 
They said, “Only put us in Office and 
we will tell you at once.” [Opposition 
laughter.| They are in office now and 
unable to tell us at once. The right 
hon. Gentleman says, “Give us time. 
We have only been a few weeks in 
office.” But what had they been doing 
during the previous three years? I 
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supposed when they challenged us to 
bring forward measures they had some 
idea what were the measures they would 
bring forward, and now the right hon. 
Member for Sleaford, the President of 
the Local Government Board, wants 
time in order that he may consider what 
are the true remedies for agricultural 
distress and what are the measures 
which will restore agriculture to pros- 
perity. I thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had the whole of his reme- 
dies at his fingers’ ends. I thought his 
whole public life had been occupied in 
discovering what these remedies were 
and only desired an early opportunity to 
lay them on the table of the House of 
Commons. He wants six months to 
study the question of agricultural dis- 
tress. He has had I do not know how 
many months on the Committee. I 
will not enter on the thorny subject of the 
Committee. At all events, I think I am 
betraying no secret when I say the right 
hon. Gentleman has not been extremely 
anxious to accelerate the conclusions of 
that Committee. Why? Because his 
education is not complete. [Laughter.] 
He wants the Report of the Committee. 
There are many subjects which the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board has 
not yet studied. There is the question 
of rating as it affects the agricultural 
interest, and he wants six months more, 
perhaps twelve months, to enlighten him 
on the subject of the bearing of rates on 
the agricultural interest. He wants 
more information it appears on other 
subjects. Well, but how unreasonable 
it is that a right hon. Gentleman who 
is omniscient on agricultural distress 
wants so much time to inform himself 
what are the remedies for those dis- 
astrous evils, that for three years he 
denounced the late Government because 
they had not made up their minds, and 
has gone about denouncing them in the 
country because they did not discover 
themselves—what shall I call them ?— 
remedies which he is not yet prepared to 
express an opinion upon himself! What 
is the position, and what are the expecta- 
tions? We know the expectations the 
right hon. Gentleman has raised. What 
are the measures he is going to take to 
fulfil these expectations? We know 
these already. The Leader of the House 
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has told us that the first business of the 
Session is to be an Irish Land Act. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : Not necessarily the first. 

*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, 
but what becomes of Mr. Justice Bewley ? 
[Cheers.| I am not going to expose my- 
self to censure by commenting on the 
conduct of Mr. Justice Bewley? That 
is not the subject I desire to raise. But 
what is the position of the Government 
with reference to the confidential com- 
munication they have had with a Judge of 
the Supreme Court who is going to post- 
pone all judgments in order that he may 
see what is the Land Act that is about 
to be produced for Ireland by the Govern- 
ment? It is rather a strong thing— 
what may be called a temporary suspen- 
sion of justice. But at all events, when 
a responsible Government has entered 
into such a transaction with the Judi- 
cature of the realm the least they 
can do is to terminate that period 
of arranged suspension. Therefore, I 
take for granted that a Land Act 
which is to deal with evicted tenants 
in Ireland and judicial rents must be, 
from the very circumstances of the case, 
the first dish which the Government will 
offer to Parliament next year. Well, 
we have some experience of Irish Land 
Acts. They are not exactly “ non-con- 
tentious measures ”—[ Laughter |—which 
lend themselves to brief procedure ; 
and therefore, at all events, agricultural 
distress in England must wait until the 
Irish Land Act and other intricate pro- 
blems have been settled. All this stands 
between the hopes of the agricultural 
interest in England and the fulfilment of 
the pledges the Government have given 
that agriculture is to be raised to its 
former prosperity atonce? [Ministerial 
Cries of “Oh!”] But that is what you 
led the farmers to believe. Seen 
That is the language you have used, an 
those are the hopes you have raised in 
the agricultural interest ; and when they 
are told you have not made up your 
minds, and that you want months to 
consider what are the remedies for all 
those evils, you may depend upon it they 
will say— 


‘¢ That is not what you told us in July. We 
thought you knew all about it. We did not 
know you wanted a Commission to teach you 
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what todo. We did not know you would come 
down to the House of Commons and make 
excuses for not bringing forward your remedies ; 
that you had not made up your minds, and were 
not able to draw a Bill to carry out the remedies 
you promised.’’ 


[“‘No.”] But that is the language you have 
held in the country. [An hon. MemBeEr: 
“Name? Who held the language? ”] 
You did. Go into the counties of 
England and ask who held the language. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I did not 
hold it. 

*Sir W. HARCOURT: I dare say it 
was not held at King’s Lynn. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Mine is an 
agricultural constituency. 

*Sirn W. HARCOURT: I dare say. 
[Laughter.| No doubt the hon. Member 
was not returned so much upon any 
broad political principle as on his per- 
sonal merits. I think if this Debate has 
answered no other purpose it will at 
least have opened the eyes of the 
farmers to the meaning of those promises 
which have been held forth by hon. 
Members opposite. Hon. Members op- 
posite know that before long their con- 
stituents will know that they have been 
led to expect things which no Govern- 
ment could perform. Hon. Members 
opposite demanded from the late Govern- 
ment that which they knew the late 
Government could not perform, and now 
they are in our places they know that 
they themselves cannot perform their 
own promises. [“ Hear, hear!”] The 
Government know that a great part of 
the agricultural distress is due to 
economical causes, for which no Govern- 
ment is more responsible than it is for 
the bad seasons which have been so 
great an element in agricultural distress. 
[‘‘Hear, hear!”] This Debate has brought 
the matter to the test, and the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite who 
has always put himself forward as the 
great advocate for and expert in agri- 
cultural remedies for agricultural dis- 
tress will make farmers understand how 
hollow are the pretences by which they 
were deceived. [ Cheers. ] 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY, who, on rising, was received with 
loud cheers, said,—There is no better 
debater than the right hon. Gentleman 
phere and counter cheers| when he is 
eft not only to construct the reply but 
also to set forth the arguments against 
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which the reply is to be made 
[Cheers and laughter.| The right hon. 
Gentleman avails himself largely of 
those great imaginative gifts which 
enable him to put into the mouths of his 
opponents not what they have ever said, 
but what he chooses to think it conve- 
nient for Parliamentary or popular 
purposes to put into their mouths. 
[Cheers.| The right hon. Gentleman had 
the courage to tell the House that 
every hon. Gentleman on this side has 
spent the last six weeks in assuring the 
farmers of this country that, if the 
Unionist Government were returned to 
power, agriculture would be restored to 
prosperity. [‘“Oh, oh!”] I should 
have thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was sufliciently occupied during 
those six weeks [cheers and laughter| in 
inventing fictions for himself [cheers and 
laughter | without gratuitously crediting 
his opponents with inventions for which 
they were never responsible. [Cheers 
and laughter.| As the right hon. Gentle- 
man has chosen to say that everybody 
has made these statements, I should like 
to recall his attention to a speech which, 
from the occasion on which it was 
delivered and from the person who de- 
livered it, should have some authority— 
namely, the speech of the present Prime 
Minister in the House of Lords on the 
very eve of the Election ; and thecriticism 
made upon it was that it made very 
scanty promises as to the effects which 
could be produced on the present state of 
English agriculture by any legislative 
action which this House could take. The 
language used by the Prime Minister on 
that occasion I myself have systemati- 
cally used. 

*Sir W. HARCOURT: The right 
hon. Gentleman was not standing for a 
county. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : I am speaking on behalf of 
hon. Members who have stood for 
counties with a considerable measure of 
success. ‘sel. I venture to say 
that the speeches delivered by Conserva- 
tive candidates in the counties were as 
faithful a reflection of the general view 
of the Leader of the Unionist Party as 
—I will not say the speeches of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were of the reflec- 
tions and views of their Leaders—but as 
those speeches were the reflections of 
what ought to be the sober utterances of 
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any Leader. [‘ Hear, hear!”] I am 
not here to say that rash utterances, 
rash statements have not been made by 
hon. Members on this side of the House. 
I am not going to apportion praise and 
blame on this matter, but I boldly say 
that my hon. Friends have not made 
louder professions of their desire to see 
the agricultural interest raised than have 
hon. Members opposite, and the pro- 
fessions of the Unionist Party are much 
more likely to be followed by per- 
formance. [Cheers.] The right hon. 
Gentleman gan his speech by a 
survey of what he and his Gov- 
ernment have done for the farmer. 
That survey came to a rapid and un- 
timely termination—it was finished almost 
ina sentence. [Cheers.] The right hon. 
Gentleman said that he had made great 
reductions in the income-tax which 
farmers had to pay. It is true that the 
right hon. Gentleman raised the limit of 
exemption from £400 to £500, but, on 
the other hand, his Government put 2d. 
in the pound upon everybody above 
£500. [Cheers.| I confess that were I 
an ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer claim- 
ing credit for benefits conferred upon the 
agricultural interest, I should not have 
alluded to the income-tax as a special 
boon to farmers. [Cheers.| The right 
hon. Gentleman was very indignant 
with the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for having suggested that 
the Government might require time to 
prepare legislation which they intended 
to lay before Parliament. He said, 
“Tell us at once what you propose. 
You had all these years to consider it. 
Why are you not ready with your pro- 
gramme?” But it is one thing, as nobody 
knows better than the right hon. Gentle- 
man, to be assured of the general prin- 
ciples upon which one means to carry 
out legislation, and another thing to 
prepare carefully with the aid of depart- 
mental advice and with the assistance 
of draughtsmen, measures which will 
stand the criticism of Parliament and 
will be calculated to carry out the objects 
the farmers have in view. [‘ Hear, hear!”] 
May I compare the action of the present 
Government and that of the Government 
of which the right hon. Gentleman 
was so distinguished an ornament ? 
He also came into power in the month 
of August. He also repudiated an 
Autumn Session. He also deferred till 
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January or February calling Parliament 
together to discuss the measures which 
he and his Party desired to pass into Law. 
Were those measures, or the principal 
ones, so novel or strange in their char- 
acter that they required six months of 
careful preparation? [‘ Hear, hear!”] 
Why, Sir, the main measure which the 
Government had in view was the Home 
Rule Bill. It had been brought into 
this House before ; it had been discussed 
before in this House, the whole skill of 
the Government draftsmen had been ex- 
pended upon it; and every clause of it 
might have been known. But so far 
from the fact that they had had six 
years to chew the cud over their intended 
measures being regarded by them as a 
reason for an Autumn Session, they de- 
ferred till the latest moment the privilege 
of laying their Bill before a grateful 
country. [Cheers and laughter.| Do not 
let us be told that the position of agri- 
culture is pressing and that the position 
of Ireland was not pressing. All the 
speeches made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his friends pointed .to the fact 
that, in their opinion, without Home 
Rule the government of Ireland was 
impossible. Were you going to defer 
unnecessarily and gratuitously for six 
months the good government of Ireland, 
knowing that without Home Rule good 
government in Ireland could not be pro- 
duced? Were you going to leave the 
legislative joys with which we are apt 
to be provided within these walls, while 
you sought a brief autumn holiday in 
Scotland or elsewhere? [Cheers and 
laughter.| No, Sir; we ask no more for 
this Government than has been accorded 
to every Government which has come 
into existence under conditions similar 
to those under which this Government 
won the Election just completed. The 
precedent of 1886, the precedent of 1892, 
alike confirm us in the idea that it would 
be putting a most unreasonable demand 
upon any Party and upon any Govern- 
ment to ask them at a moment to frame 
great measures, to bring them in, and 
to pass them through Parliament. That 
task is impossible, and it ought not to 
be demanded of any Government, and, 
if demanded, no Government could pos- 
sibly fulfil the promises of reforms that 
might be made by them. The last thing 
I expected this evening was to intervene 
inan agricultural Debate, but apparently 
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the right hon. Gentleman opposite could 
not forego the opportunity of trying, even 
at this late hour, to convince the farmers 
of England that their true friends are 
to be found amongst the supporters of 
the Party behind him. But one phrase 
which the right hon. Gentleman uttered 
during, I think, the Debate on the 
Address last Session will not be easily 
forgotten, and the meaning of that 
utterance every farmer in the land is 
capable of understanding, He said that 
one factor in the social prosperity in 
England was the reduction of agri- 
cultural prices. 

*Sirn W. HARCOURT: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. I never 
said that, nor anything like it. I said 
that I did not think that, as a general 
principle, the low prices or the cheapness 
of agricultural produce were an evil to 
the community. [Cheers.| 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I think that if the right hon. 
Gentleman will refer to the authentic 
records he will find that in an unfor- 
tunate moment, he appealed, not to the 
agricultural community but to the urban 
community, which he thought was deeply 
interested in the low prices of agricul- 
tural items. [Cheers.] I tell him that 
the party which holds that view, and 
which finds the right hon. Gentleman 
gifted with the power of epigrammatically 
expressing that view, is not ever likely 
to be considered by the farmers of this 
country as the party upon whom they 
can rely. [Cheers.| 

Mr. LOGAN remarked that the 
Liberal Party never said that they 
possessed any scheme as a solution for 
agricultural depression. But, during the 
past three years, the party opposite had 
never wearied of pressing the late 
Government to bring forward a scheme 
which should be a panacea for the agri- 
cultural distress under which the country 
was suffering, and they would hardly 
have clamoured for that remedy unless 
they believed that such a remedy existed. 
Hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House did not fully realise what was the 
greatest burden on agriculture in this 
country. The right hon. Gentleman who 
spoke on behalf of the Government, the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Walter Long) said that when the 
proper time arrived he would be prepared 
with the proposed measures calculated to 
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remove agricultural distress, but he 
gathered from the right hon. Gentleman’s 
remarks that the relief that he proposed 
was to shift the burden of the rates, 
which were now nominally paid by the 
farmer, but were in reality paid by the 
landowner, from the shoulders of the 
farmer on to the shoulders of the general 
public. er sa He could only hope 
that the holders of house property in our 
towns and rural districts would be satis- 
fied with such an arrangement, and he 
hoped that they would cheerfully pay 
that price which they would be called onto 
pay for the blessings of a Conservative or 
Unionist Government. [‘‘ Hear, hear !” 
But he would go further, and woul 
endeavour to show the farmers of this 
country in whose interest it was that the 
proposed alteration was suggested. He 
hoped that the farmers would remember, 
in the words of the President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. H. Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford), that the effect on 
the owners was that if the rates were 
high they got less rent, and if they were 
low they got more rent, and the right 
hon. Gentleman maintained that it would 
not be difficult to show that ultimately 
the whole burden of the rates fell 
on the landowner and on nobody else. 
The greatest burden upon land was not 
the burden of rates but of rent. tag st 
The average rate per acre on the lan 
of Great Britain to-day was not much 
more than 3s., whereas the average 
rental paid for agricultural land was 28s. 
per acre. [Cries of “No!”] According 
to the last income-tax return no less than 
£47,000,000 was paid by the farmers for 
the land, whereas the amount they were 
called upon to pay in rates did not exceed 
£5,000,000. 

*Mr. MORE: That is including land 
near towns. 

Mr. LOGAN said that was not so; 
the land was all agricultural. The 
Member for the West Derby division of 
Liverpool had said that he would see if 
it was not possible to relieve these 
burdens which pressed so heavily on 
agricultural land. It was very possible 
to do so, but he ventured to tell the 
farmers of this country that it was 
highly improbable that the present 
Government would do so. It was 
positively wicked to misdirect the atten- 
tion of the farmer, and while ignoring 
the heavy burden of 28s. per acre rental, 
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which was weighing him down, and 
causing starvation to-day in thousands 
of agricultural labourers’ homes, to call 
his attention to the light burden of the 
3s. rate. They were told on all sides 
that to such a state was the condition of 


agriculture reduced that we were within 
measurable distance of a national 
calamity, and that, despite the fact that 
we had some of the very best land in the 
world, farmed by a race of men second 
to none, and surrounded by a dense and 
hungry population. It was not to be 
wondered at that foreigners living 10,000 
or 12,000 miles away could undersell our 
own farmers when they remembered that 
land in the Argentine Republic could be 
obtained for about 2s. 6d. an acre. The 
farmer in this country would have to 
reduce his outgoings, and it was high 
time that some drastic remedy was 
applied. ‘They had no reason whatever 
to anticipate any falling off in the com- 
petion from abroad, which would be 
keener in the future. After all it was 
not the foreigner who beat us, but our 
own kith and kin, for it was in English 
ships, provided by English enterprise, 
that the produce which competed with 
our own was brought to this country. 
The Member for the West Derby Divi- 
sion of Liverpool was perfectly right, 
our men could not compete, but it was 
because the burdens on our land were 
too heavy. Right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite could proposea practical measure, 
a reduction in the rents, so that the 
farmers might be encouraged to stay 
upon the land. He held no brief for 
the farmers of this country, he looked 
at the matter from the agricultural 
labourers’ point of view. Under the 
present system under which our 
. land was farmed, all the best men 
were leaving our rural districts. 
Men would not stay upon the land to 
work for the miserable wages which 
farmers could pay. It was true that 
with that miserable wage the labourers 
were better off than they used to be, but 
that was because the purchasing power 
of money was now so much greater than 
formerly. But with education had come 
higher ideals of health and comfort, and 
nobler aspirations and hopes, and the 
men and women in rural districts were 
content no longer to live under the miser- 
able conditions of old. He regarded 
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this question not only from the agricul- 
tural labourers’ point of view, but also 
from the national point of view. The 
question of putting the land to its best 
use and getting from it the most it was 
capable of producing, vitally affected the 
interests of every man, woman and child 
in the community, and he looked forward 
hopefully to the day when the com- 
munity would assert its right to partici- 
pation in the management of the land of 
the country. He deplored the fact that 
they had received no guidance from right 
hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite, who 
during the late General Election made 
the whole country ring with their claims 
to be considered the special friends of 
the farmer and labourer. Their promises 
to give immediate attention to agricul- 
tural matters would not be forgotten by 
the too-confiding villagers. 

Masor F. C. RASCH (Essex, 8.E.) 
wished to reply to the attack made upon 
him by the hon. Member for the South 
Moulton Division, and to say that he 
was absolutely consistent in Voting for 
an Amendment like this six months ago, 
and in voting against it now. The hon. 
Member was quite correct when he said 
that he (Major Rasch) moved the 
adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to the depression of agri- 
culture, and the hon. Member would 
have been equally correct if he had added 
that he had opposed that and other 
Motions on the same subject. He had 
brought facts bearing on the question of 
the state of agriculture to the notice 
of the Government on. Thursday last, 
and as a consequence the Board 
of Agriculture had sent an inspector into 
Essex to inquire and report, The hon. 
Member for South Leicestershire seemed 
to have the subject of rent upon the 
brain. The hon. Member had made a 
speech of a precisely similar character in 
February last. He could assure the hon. 
Member that it was no longer a question 
of rent. He had himself let a farm the © 
other day rent free and tithe free. . The 
thing to, strive for was to prevent land 
from becoming derelict and going out of 
|cultivation. He congratulated hon. 
Members opposite on the enlightened 
interest which they had taken that night 
in the agricultural labourer, but he 
regretted that they did not show the 
same interest when they sat on the right 
of the Chair. It was true that when he 
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and his Friends were in opposition they 
voted for amendments like that of the 
hon. Member for East Norfolk ; but why 
did they do so? Because they could get 
no encouragement whatever from the 
late Government, who turned a deaf ear 
when appealed to on behalf of the agri- 
culturists. Some two years ago he asked 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what he proposed to do in connection with 
the distress in agricultural districts, and 
the right hon. Gentleman replied : “ Wait 
until the Parish Councils are developed, 
see what they will dofor you.” Then, by 
his Budget in 1894, the right hon. Gentle- 
man did his best to crush the interests 


connected with land. The late Minister | 


for Agriculture was asked in the Cattle 


Show week to dosomething for farmers, 


and all he could say was: ‘“‘ You should 


study botany, and strive after super-| 


excellence.” Lord Kimberley said that 
the farmers were to expect nothing from 
the. Liberal Government. In fact the 
agricultural community asked for bread 
and were yiven a stone. But now very 
different declarations were made. The 
present Secretary of State for the 
Colonies had announced in Lancashire 
that agriculture was to receive the im- 
mediate attention of the Government. 
The President of the Board of Agricul- 
turc, himself an expert and practical 
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point, which was this, that he was equally 
consistent in voting for the Amendment 
six months ago, and in voting against it 
that night. 

*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.) said, 
that what was done by the late Govern- 
ment with regard to the Income Tax was 
to put the assessment of the English 
farmers on the same basis as that of the 
Scotch and Irish farmers, and not only 
to raise the limit of exemption, as the first 
Lord of the Treasury seemed to suppose. 
Now, in regard to this question of agri- 
cultural distress, he had no wish unfairly 
or unduly to press on Her Majesty’s 
Government that they should deal with 
it immediately. He was fully aware 
that it was a great and a difficult ques- 
tion, but the Government might have 
given the House some stronger assurance 
that they intended to legislate upon it. 
‘Though it might be impossible to deal 

with such a large subject this Session, 
yet those who represented agricultural 
constituencies had some reason to com- 
plain that the Government had not 
‘given a definite assurance in explicit 
|terms, to the suffering agricultural 
| classes, that the first Bill to be con- 
| sidered next Session should be one for 
lthe relief of agriculture. At least, if 
they could not give an Autumn Session 


‘to consider the matter, they might 








farmer, had said precisely the same thing. | state that the first measure of import- 
The Leader of the House also had stated|ance next Session should be one deal- 
that agriculture would receive the atten-|ing with an agricultural question, 
tion which it deserved. Having these|such as the great subject of local taxa- 
assurances from the Government, how tion, which now weighed as a great 
could they vote for the Amendment of| burden on the land. He ventured to 
the hon. Member for East Norfolk ?| hope, therefore, that before the Debate 
He should like to refer for a moment closed, the Government would declare, in 
to the -extraordinary speech of the| plain terms, not merely that it was their 
Seconder of the Amendment on Friday | intention to deal with the question some 
night. The hon. Member appeared to | time or another during the present Par- 
be desirous of reintroducing pleuro- | liament, but that next Session should be 
pneumonia into this country. It used| practically an Agricultural Session, and 
to be said that the only thing the/| that the first measure of great importance 
Radical Government did for agriculture introduced by them should be one affect- 
was to reintroduce foot-and-mouth|ing the agricultural interests of the 
disease, which cost the country several | country. 

millions of money; and now the | 
Seconder of the Amendment appeared 
to wish to do much the same thing. 
The hon.Gentleman must have considered| The House divided :—Ayes, 105; 
that he was addressing an audience of | Noes, 236.—(Division List No. 8.) 

his own constituents on the subject of 
anti-vaccination and contagious disease,| *Mr. PICKERSGILL said, that con- 
for that was a subject of great interest! siderable responsibility was incurred by 
to the borough he represented. He,a private Member who presumed to 
thought that he had now made out lite mide an Amendment to the Address, 
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but he thought he was justified by the] Board of Trade in a style which was 


importance and urgency of the question | almost truculent for so mild-mannered a 
which he desired to bring before the|man. The late President of the Board 
House, in moving the Amendment of|of Trade, replying to the right hon. 
which he had given notice. During the|Gentleman, said his officials could 
recent Election the promises of better| not distinguish between a brush made 
employment and of higher wages were|in a foreign prison and a brush made 
made by Gentlemen opposite with a| elsewhere. The Secretary for the Colonies 
recklessness which had never been| said, in effect, that that was all nonsense. 
surpassed, and with a unanimity which| “Let the President of the Board of 
suggested a common plan of campaign| Trade resign,” said the right hon, 
emanating from a central office. The} Gentleman :— 
Secretary for India, in a speech delivered) _ ,, We will find him a policy, but we are not 
at Ealing, advised the supporters of the going to lend him our prescription while he 
Government not to put their expecta-| takes the fees.” 
tions too high. But the date of that 
speech was significant—it was the 2nd of| The right hon. Gentleman and _ his 
August. Delivered when all the elections | immediate dependents now took the 
were practically over, he could only | fees to the tune of £9,000. He there- 
regard it as a masterpiece of humour,/|fore asked the right hon. Gentleman 
the possession of which by the noble| what was the prescription? Were the 
Lord they had hardly suspected. The| Government going to exclude from our 
bills and cheques which were drawn so;shores goods made in foreign prisons! 
lavishly by hon. Gentlemen opposite | But they knew the Government were not 
had already been presented for payment | going to take that course, for during the 
to responsible Members of the Crown, and | present Session no legislation was to be 
they had been returned with the endorse-| proposed, and British indusiry, if the 
ment which was not altogether unknown | words of the right hon. Gentleman were 
in other relations, ‘‘ Refer to Drawer.”| to be believed, was to continue to be 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had | destroyed. Again, the gravity of the un- 
said the Government could only recognise | employed problem and the extreme 
promises made by persons who were| urgency of the question had been painted 
authorised to speak on their behalf.| by the Prime Minister himself in the 
|‘ Hear, hear!”| The hon. Gentleman | most lurid colours, in a speech delivered 
opposite said “hear, hear.” He scarcely |on May 22nd last at Bradford. In that 
thought that would be good enough for | speech Lord Salisbury declared that they 
the constituencies. If the promises| could not say that their consciences as 
were not fulfilled the result would be | Statesmen and politicians were discharged 
visited upon hon. Members. However, he | if they did not attempt, at all events, to 
was quite willing to take up the challenge| solve the problem with the utmost 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and | despatch. The speech produced a great 
confine himself to declarations made| effect at Bradford, as no doubt it was 
by Gentlemen occupying high positions| intended and calculated to do. The 
in the councils of the Government. | Unionists swept Bradford ; they captured 
The Secretary for the Colonies, describ-| all its seats. The bill had been already 
ing the policy of his party, said :— | presented to Lord Salisbury for payment. 
“Legislation will i ¢ .,,._|A memorial, signed by the heads of 
_“ Legislation will improve trade, legislation | Uni ° Settl in: Keele 
will increase employment, and legislation will| UDIVersity Settlements in ndon 
tend to sustain and even to increase wages.”’| persons, as they themselves declared, 
engaged in the social service of the poor 
The right hon. Gentleman had said in| of London, and belonging to different 
the House of Commons that British | political parties—was presented to the 
industry was being destroyed, and that| Prime Minister, expressing the pleasure 
the ranks of the unemployed were being | with which they had observed his speech 
recruited, owing to the importation into) at Bradford, and hoping that the exigen- 
this country of goods made in lnbaiaga | diet of party conflicts, of the ordinary 
prisons. The Secretary for the Colonies | Government routine, would not delay the 
said this was a question of supreme) attempt to solve the problem of the 
political importance, and he proceeded| unemployed on the earliest possible 
to attack the then President of the! occasion. What was the reply of Lord 
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Salisbury tothat memorial ? “ His lord- 
ship will give careful consideration to 
the views expressed in the memorial.” 
Why, the only views expressed in the 
memorial were Lord Salisbury’s own 
views uttered at Bradford on the eve of 
the General Election, by the utterance 
of which he had secured seats there and 
throughout the country. He would 
have thought that the pitifulness of the 
problem would have saved it from being 
made the butt of Lord Salisbury’s habit- 
ual cynicisn. 
also dealt with the question. 
speech at the Albert Hall, London, on 
July 5th, Lord Rosebery said :— 


“The question of the enemployed is clamant 
in London, in Glasgow, and in all the great 
towns of the United Kingdom ; and we did not 
scruple to interrupt the business of Parliament 
to appoint a committee to inquire into it.” 


And then Lord Rosebery proceeded to 
say :— 


“We should not have hesitated, had we re- | 
mained in office, to have interrupted the business | 


of the House of Commons again to ask the 
House of Commons to consider the recommenda- 
tions of that Committee.’’ 


He had quoted two Prime Ministers, 
both of whom had recognised, not only 
the importance, but the urgency of this 
question. 
Committee on the Unemployed, which 
made an interim report expressly in 
order that immediate action might be 
taken. Their Report stated :— 


“ These particular points may affect the con- 


dition of matters, if next winter presents a | 


renewal of the distress which prevailed this year, 
and on which the Committee have, therefore, 
felt it right to make recommendations which 
may be of immediate use.”’ 


The first recommendation of the Com-. 
mittee was concerned with the present 


state of the law, the injustice of which | 
was strongly impressed upon everybody | 
At present, the receipt of | 


last winter. 
the slightest public aid in the most ex- 
ceptional circumstances disfranchised the 


recipient, even though he gave labour in| 


exchange for the aid. From a return 
presented to the House, it appeared that 
during January and February in the 
present year, in certain selected unions, 
14,832 men worked on a labour test, and 
were thereby rendered incapable of 
voting for 12 months. An utterly un- 
tenable distinction was made between 
the man who was forced by exceptional 
distress to have recourse to public relief, 
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and the holder of a political pension, who 
might not only vote, but might sit in the 
House of Commons. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is hardly speaking to the Amendment. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL said that, if he 
were permitted, he would show, by refer- 
ence to the Report of the Committee, 
that this question of the Franchise was 
very pertinent to the Amendment. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON rose to 








The late Prime Minister | 
In his | 


He would now refer to the, 


a point of Order. He said that, at the 
sittings of the Committee, the question 
of the Franchise was only brought up at 
| the last moment, and was never really 
| thrashed out. 

| *Mr.SPEAKER: Order, Order! The 
hon. Member is only entitled to interrupt 


/on a point of Order. 

| *Mr. PICKERSGILL, continuing, 
| said that this was not merely a political 
| question ; it had a close connection with 
the question of relief. That was the 
point of view from which the first 
recommendation of the Committee was 
made. The Report said :— 


“It is represented to your Committee that 
this (disfranchising) provision frequently pre- 
vents deserving men, who have been, through 
no fault of their own, temporarily thrown out of 
work, from seeking any relief, thus inflicting a 
great hardship upon them. . In cases of 
exceptional distress, your Committee do not see 
why it should be difficult to discriminate between 
| deserving men forced to claim aid, and the 
|ordinary claimant for parish relief. Your 
| Committee recommend that you would be wise 
to except the former class from disability in 
respect of the Franchise, local or Parlia - 
| mentary.”’ 


The second recommendation of the Com- 
mittee was this :— 


“Your Committee desire to point out that 
there exist statutory powers under which Boards 
of Guardians may set poor persons to work for 
| wages; but that such powers cannot be used until 
rules are made by the Local Government Board. 
Your Committee think that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should consider the applications for 
such powers, and make rules for the use of 
| Guardians in relation thereto.” 


When this question was last before the 
House, strong opinions were expressed 
on both sides of the House in favour of 
allowing Boards of Guardians a certain 
latitude in order to make social experi- 
‘ments. The present Vice President of 
| the Council spoke very strongly and ad- 
mirably in that sense; but the Local 
Government Board had no sympathy 
| with these experiments. It threw 


‘every obstacle in the way of Boards 
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of Guardians wishing to try such | 
experiments; and if these Boards| 
were pertinacious, the Local Govern- | 
ment Board finally vetoed their schemes. 
In the Appendix to the Report would be | 
found a statement forwarded to the. 
Committee by the Guardians of Milden- | 
hall. The Guardians hired a piece of 
land to be cultivated by spade husbandry, | 
and men were employed. The Local 
Government Board declined to sanct:on 
the arrangement because they said the 
Guardians had exceeded their power. 
Again, the Poplar Board of Guardians had 


been energetic in devising schemes for the | 


relief of the unemployed. They worked 
out in detail a plan for the establishment 
ofa farm colony for the unemployed which 
was submitted for approval to the Local 
Government Board. But the scheme 
was vetoed, because it was said that it 
did not satisfy the words of the Act, 
which required that the land should be 
near to the Unions. They also said that 
the land proposed to be hired was in 
excess of the statutory maximum. In 
fact the Local Government Board was 
unsympathetic in its attitude, and it was 
necessary that the House should take 
action to bring pressure to bear on the 
Department. The third recommenda- 
tion applied exclusively to London. It 
embodied the proposals which, early in 
the year, he submitted to the last Parlia- 
ment. The scheme provided for the 
central direction of works to be carried 
out by the Vestry instead of by the Guar- 


dians, and it provided for the expense | 


being largely defrayed out of funds 
levied equally on the whole of the Metro- 
polis. Though those recommendations 
did not solve the unemployed problem 
they tended to mitigate distress, and it 
was only fair to suppose that when Lord 
Salisbury used at Bradford the language 
he had quoted, he meant something. Now 
that he had come into power with an 
overwhelming majority at his back, the 
Prime Minister was bound to do some- 
thing at once. 

*Mr. T. LOUGH seconded the amend- 
ment. Owing to the efforts of the Com- 
mittee appointed to consider the question 
of distress arising from want of employ- 
ment, reports had been received from 
1,514 different localities throughout 
Great Britain. These had a population 
of 26} millions. From 920 districts, 
with a population of 10 millions, the 
Committee received answers saying that 


Mr. Pickersyill. 


{COMMONS} 





Answer to Her 


348 


there was no exceptional distress last 
winter. Ile rejoiced in that as much 
as any hon. Member opposite, but 
from 475 districts, with a population of 
no less than 12 millions, the Committee 
received a report that very severe 


|distress arising from the bad weather 


had prevailed. From 178 different locali- 
ties with a population of 4} millions, the 
reports were that there was very con- 
siderable distress, not only owing to 
the severe weather, but also owing to bad 
trade. He said that, with facts of this 
kind before the House, it was impossible 
for auy man to say that the subject was 
not worth the attention of the Govern. 
ment. ‘There was no Member there 
who represented a London constituency 
who did not constantly hear of the 


suffering of men whom they knew 
from want of employment. He might 


read an extract from a letter written by 
aman whom he knew and could trust. 
The letter was dated August 11th, and 
it stated that the writer— 

‘*was dismissed from his employment on the 
8th of April. He had tried his utmost to get 
work, but all in vain. His wife was an invalid, 
and two Jittle girls were depending upon him. 
On Saturday night last he was threatened 
with ejectment because he was unable to pay 
three weeks’ rent, whereas he had hardly money 
for bre:d. I do not ask for charity, it is 
work I want, and then we shall soon get on 
square again. 

Those on the other side of the House 
were just as familiar with such appeals 
as he was, and all must admit that they 
had got a very serious evil to deal with. 
Towards this evil they must adopt one 
of two attitudes. They could let it 
severely alone, or they could try to 
grapple with it. It is quite impossible 
at this hour of the day to let this diffi- 
culty of the unemployed alone. He 
need not refer to the remarks of the 
Prime Minister. Every just and right 
feeling man would realise that something 
ought to be done to make an honest effort 
to deal with it. If they adopted the 
second alternative and try to grapple 
with it, the question arose, in what spirit 
should they grapple with it ? It was said 
it was impossible to grapple with it unless 
they went down to the roots of their 
social system. He did not take that 
exaggerated view. They need not ex- 
aggerate. The only danger that they 
could fall into was the danger of neg- 
lecting the evil altogether. After listen- 
ing to all that was said in the last 
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Parliament, he had come to the conclu- 
sion that it was not necessary to put 
the unemployed at more than 1 in 15 
of the population. It was quite worth 
while for the other 14, for their own 
sake and for their own happiness, to 
put the thing on no higher ground, to try 
to do something to meet this difficulty. 
They were asked what was the cause 
of want of employment? The cause 
was not far to seek. A great number 
of trades had sprung up in the country. 
Some were prosperous and some were 
in decay, and thus workmen were thrown 
out of employment, owing to the fluctua- 
tions which took place. The great thing 
that they ought to do was, when di‘h- 
culties arose, to afford temporary aid so as 
to help th’e sufferers over their suffering. 
How couid that temporary aid be given ? 
He did not advocate any gigantic cure, 
but while they could not do anything 
drastic, a great, a fearful responsibility 
rested on them if they did not try 
to mitigate these temporary difficulties. 
Recommendations had been made by the 
Cemmittee. They were entirely of a non- 
Party character. There were three 
recommendations, and two of them could 
be carried out without any legislation 
whatever, and the other by a very small 
Act. The Committee recognised that 
the principle of using the present local 
authorities was at the bottom of the 
question, and their first suggestion was 
that the local authorities should have 
power to employ the poor for wages. 
They could not do that unless rules were 
issued by the Local Government Board 
enabling them to do so, and he now 
asked the President of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board to issue the necessary 
rules before the hard weather came in 
again. He looked with the greatest 
interest on the visit paid by the right 
hon. Gentleman to the East End of 
London a short time since. It was a 
good and kindly thing for him to go 
into that poor locality, and he only 
wished that the Heads of Departments 
acted more frequently in that way. En- 
couraged by the sympathy which the 
right hon. Gentleman had already, and 
not for the first time, displayed, he asked 
him to promise to issue these rules as 
soon as possible. The second suggestion 
of the Committee was that connected 
with the Franchise. He would not go 
into that beyond saying that the object 
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misunderstood on the other side of the 
House. The only object the Committee 
had in view was to be practical. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had said that 
there might be no opportunity of voting 
during the winter. There might not, 
but, unfortunately, some men took such 
an honest pride in the power to exercise 
the Franchise that they would not accept 
relief. That was the basis on which the 
Committee founded their recommenda- 
tion. Some men, perhaps too sensitive, 
would rather endurethe sorest trials, than 
part with their Franchise even for a little 
time. Therefore, why should not this 
practical ditticulty be swept away. This 
matter had a remarkable history. It was 
the Parliament of Canada that suggested 
t »the House of Commons,in 1879 or 1880, 
that this Rule of Parliament, depriving 
people who received relief of the Fran- 
chise, should be departed from in Ireland, 
and that hint was adopted in Ireland by 
both political parties, at all events, for a 
time. Since then, in 1885, the principle 
had been adopted in Great Britain, so 
far as medical relief was concerned. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said 
that this was a contentious matter, but 
if the right hon. Gentleman insisted 
on that, why should not the other 
two recommendations be carried out. 
The third recommendation was one 
which would be found useful in London, 
because it would allow Boards of Guar- 
dians to combine with sanitary authorities 
in giving relief when distress arises. In 
the boroughs the Elections were fought 
more than anything else on this question 
of the unemployed. In Chelsea a 
placard was extensively posted which 
said, “if you want plenty of work, good 
wages, and freedom of contract, vote for 
Whitmore to-day.” [ Ministeri.] cheers. | 
Such Bills were not local toChelsea, and it 
was in accordance with the plan on which 
Elections were fought everywhere. Were 
hon. Members opposite trifling with 
starving men? He did not blame them 
for fighting the Election on this question ; 
it was to their honour to do it if they 
could do something for the working men, 
but to come into power on this pledge 
and then to do nothing would be a most 
dishonourable thing. He would rather 
be a Member of a defeated minority 
which spoke truthfully and cautiously 
on this difficult matter—{ Ministerial 
laughter|\—than of a large majority, 
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first opportunity of repudiating them. 
[Opposition cheers). 

*Mr. CHAPLIN said, the tone 
Member’s 
speech differed from that of the 
opening; and he would rather refer 
to the earlier portion of it than to the 
later. All Members wherever they sat 
would agree with him, when he said it 
was their duty to do all that lay in their 
power to lighten and soften the lot of 
those who were suffering distress from 
want of employment. It was not only 
their duty, but it was one they would be 
anxious to perform ; and, as far as the 
Government were concerned, there was 
no duty they would more earnestly seek 
to discharge. He could not congratulate 
the Mover of the Amendment upon the 
happy selection of the topics with which 
he commenced his remarks. He asked 
whether the Government were going to 
fulfil the promises they made, and would 
exclude at once, peremptorily if need be, 
the importation of prison-made brushes. 
When his hon. and gallant Friend the 
Member for Sheffield moved a Resolu- 
tion on the subject the late Government 
refused to accept it, and tried to count 
out the House upon it. Beaten in both 
these attempts, they accepted it without 
daring to go to a Division. There they 
left it, and attempted nothing. Now 
that the hon. Gentleman challenged him, 
he had not the slightest objection to tell 
him what the Government had done 
already. The President of the Board of 
Trade had been in communication with 
the Secretary for Foreign Affairs, who 
had communicated with foreign Govern- 
ments, pressing upon them the views of 
the English Government, and doing 
everything that could legitimately be 
done to arrive at a common understand- 
ing on the point. 

*Mr. LOUGH asked if papers on the 
subject would be presented as soon as 
possible ? 

*Mr. CHAPLIN said, that if the hon. 
Member would give the President of the 
Board of Trade notice of the question 
it would be answered. The _ hon. 
Member who moved Amend- 
ment was not much more happy 
in the terms of his Amendment 
than in his speech. The Amendment 
was not only unreasonable but inac- 
curate. The statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury with regard to the 
unemployed ought to have shown the 
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hon. Member that his Amendment was 
inaccurate. He had stated that he was 
prepared to take steps to reappoint the 
Committee sitting on the question, whose 
labours and inquiries by their own 
avowal were absolutely incomplete. At 
the request of his right hon. Friend he 
had asked the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, a distinguished Member of the 
late Administration, whether any good 
purpose would be served by the imme- 
diate reappointment of the Committee, 
and whether he was willing to be again 
Chairman. The Government felt that 
they had already taken steps in this 
matter, and that they had given pledges 
to deal with the subject, and yet the hon. 
Member opposite had placed upon the 
Paper an Amendment which indicated 
that the Government had not taken any 
steps whatever in the matter. The 
Government, on the contrary, had 
already ,done all they possibly could 
towards dealing with the question. 
The Amendment was nething more nor 
less than a Vote of Censure upon the 
Government. The Government had 
been in power barely for a month, and 
had only had a few days in which to 
consider the numerous very important 
questions which had been suddenly 
brought before them, and to master the 
details of the various Departments, and 
it was scarcely fair to call upon them at 
the present moment to announce their 
policy upon all these various questions 
at a moment’s notice. It was quite true 
that the question of the unemployed was 
one of the most grave character, and 
demanded the most careful deliberation 
on the part of the Government before 
submitting proposals for dealing with 
it to Parliament. It was a question 
which appealed most deeply to the 
sympathy and to the warmest senti- 
ments of hon. Members, because 
nothing could be more deplorable than 
the suffering caused to men, women, 
and children by want of employment, 
which was brought about over and over 
again through no fault of their own. If 
the hon. Gentleman thought that Her 
Majesty’s Government were insensible to 
that suffering he did them a bitter 
wrong. [Cheers.] He himself recog- 
nised that there could be no higher aim 
to which Statesmanship could be devoted 
than to bring about if possible some 
material change which might diminish 
that suffering. [‘ Hear, hear!”] For 


Answer to Her 














353 Majesty's Most 


his own part he was ready to welcome 
any proposals for giving relief to these 
unfortunate and unhappy people if 
they could be carried out legitimately. 
The hon. Member had put a question 
with regard to the recommendations of 
the Committee which had recently been 
sitting. There were three main recom- 
mendations of the Committee, but there 
was among them only one that did not 
require legislation to give it effect, and 
therefore that was the only one with 
which he need trouble himself at the 
present moment. That was a proposal 
which would have the effect of enabling 
Guardians to give relief in the form of 
employment for wages, and it was 
stated that this was impossible until 
regulations on the subject had been made 
by the Local Government Board. That 
statement, he believed, and he was ad- 
vised, was not altogether accurate. It 
was not necessary that those regulations 
should be made beforehand. The powers 
which the Local Government Board had 
and would have to exercise were limiting 
and controlling powers, and were not 
empowering. The effect of these Acts, 
which had been obsolete for 50 years, 
might have been put into operation with- 
out the consent of the Local Government 
Board, although, no doubt, some con- 
trolling regulations in a particular case 
would have to be passed afterwards. He 
was, however, bound to add that this 
opened up a question of the gravest 
character. It would be an entire and 
complete departure from the principles 
by which the Poor Law and its prin- 
ciples had been guided for at least 50 
years—| Radical cheers]; and so serious 
was this considered by the predecessors 
of the present Government that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton (Sir H. Fowler), the late Secre- 
tary for India and, previously, President 
of the Local Government Board, stated 
that the question whether so grave a 
change in the policy of the Poor Law 
was desirable, and, if so, whether it 
should be made without legislative 
authority, were» matters on which he 
could not express an opinion without 
the sanction of his colleagues. If that 


was the opinion of a gentleman who had 
enjoyed the advantage of being in the 
Government for some years, he thought 
he had not been treated fairly in being 
called upon to express an opinion after 
being » Member of the Government. for 
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only one month. [“ Hear, hear!”] With 
regard to the scheme which had been 
submitted to the Local Government 
Board and vetoed by them, that wasa . 
proposal by the Poplar Union to purchase 
280 acres of land at a village in Essex, 
and it was vetoed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, because they would have 
been exceeding their powers and 
going beyond the law if they had 
given their consent to the proposal. 
In order to show that the Government 
was not unreasonable, and desired to 
help those who needed relief, he would 
like to point out what was the kind of 
proposal that was made, and to ask the 
hon. Member if he thought it an alto- 
gether reasonable one. It was a 
proposal to purchase some 280 acres of 
land, the value of which was less than 
£11 an acre ; from the best information 
he could obtain, to farm this land regard- 
less of all expense would have entailed 
the labour of seven men and two boys. 
The guardians proposed to erect a 
building, the cost of which would have 
been £14,000, for 100 single men and 
50 married couples. How these people 
would have been employed on the land 
he had never been able accurately to 
ascertain. Objections were raised to 
this proposal by the trustees of the 
Poplar parish and on behalf of the village 
and the neighbourhood where it was 
proposed to carry out this scheme. He 
should be perfectly ready to consider 
any reasonable scheme, but he would 
not have been unreasonable, even if it 
had been within his legal powers— 
which it was not—in rejecting such a 
scheme as this. Before it was possible 
to issue the regulations recommended by 
the Committee, they must know, he 
thought, the cases with which they had 
to deal. Those regulations would have 
to be made in each case as the scheme 
was proposed, and he could assure the 
Seconder of the Amendment that when- 
ever a scheme of that description was 
placed before him it should have the 
most unbiassed and careful consideration 
With regard to removing 
the stigma of disfranchisement, as his 
right hon. Friend had already pointed 
out, that was not a question which they 
need consider on that occasion. It 
required legislation in the first place, 
and no cases, he understood, could arise 
before Parliament met again which 





legislation would in any way affect. 


[Third Night.] 











355 Conclusion {COMMONS} of Debate. 356 


With reference to the quotation made|a Motion for the Adjournment of the 
by the Mover of the Amendment, from | Debate. [‘‘ Hear, hear ”!] 

Lord Salisbury’s speech at Bradford,| Mr. KEARLEY reminded _ the 
which the hon. Member claimed was | Leader of the House that he had said 
strongly in support of the views he | that the power of prolonging the Debate 
advocated, he thought the hon. Member | beyond Twelve o’clock, would not be 
had misled himself and others by | unduly taken advantage of. 

quoting one or two paragraphs entirely) THe FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
without the context. [‘ Hear, hear!”]|SURY said that he was very unwilling 
What Lord Salisbury was doing on | to prolong the sitting unduly, but if the 
that occasion was to contrast the policy | Debate were not disposed of that night, 
which he favoured himself with that | Supply could not be set up for to-morrow, 
which Her Majesty’s Government were and there would consequently be a 
then pursuing. His words were :— serious loss of time. 

“Tf you perpetually deal in large congue | bees DALSIEL (Kirkaldy Burghs) 
questions which cannot be settled: if you per- said hon. Members on both sides of the 
petually raise controversies by which class is set House would recognise the spirit of the 
against class and creed against creed, all those | appeal made by the right hon. Gentle- 
things on which the daily life and welfare and) man. At the same time, the right hon. 
pa pepe ten. rhea a beneglected | Gentleman would doubtless acknowledge 

that the subject which had been brought 
i Hear, hear!”] Having made that before the House under the present 
statement, Lord Salisbury went on to Amendment was one cf the most import- 
reinforce his argument by the words ant questions that could possibly oceupy 
which the hon. Memberhad quoted. That the attention of Parliament at the present 
speech was absolutely consistent with the time. He would also admit, no doubt, 
attitude which the Government had as- that if there was one question which, 
sumed in the country, and with the atti- more than another, occupied the atten- 
tude which they were holding towards the tion of the constituencies, it was certainly 
House of Commons that night. [‘“ Hear, that of the unemployed. 
hear!”] In conclusion, he would pro-. Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
mise the hon. Member who had rose toa point of order. Was there any 
seconded the Amendment—for whose question before the House ? 
kind references to himself he was very) *Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, the question 
grateful—that any scheme that held out of the Amendment of the hon. Member 
the smallest possibility of giving relief for Bethnal Green. 
to the unemployed from the distress; Mr. DALZIEL thought his hon. 
from which unhappily so many of them | Friend,withhis Parliamentary experience, 
were suffering at present, would receive ought to have known what was the ques- 
at all times hiswarmest and most sympa- tion before the House. He desired to ask 
thetic consideration, and if by any the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
means it should be possible for him of the Treasury whether he recognised 
during his tenure of office to do any-| that, apart from the present Amendment, 
thing in the way of real material help| there was another Amendment on the 
of their interests andrequirements, no one| Paper dealing with the question of 
would be more pleased or more thankful Chitral, which was an important matter 
than himself. [{ Cheers. ] and would raise a question of great Im- 

Captain NORTON (Newington, perial importance, and which would—— 
W.) moved the Adjournment of the; *Mr. SPEAKER said, the hon. Mem- 
Debate, saying that the speech of the ber must confine his remarks to the 
right hon. Gentleman had raised many, Amendment. 
themes admitting of controversy, and) Tue FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
that it was now late to discuss "them | SURY said, he would point out to the 
adequately. | hon. Gentleman that there would be 

*Mr. SPEAKER said that he did not | legitimate opportunities for discussing 
think the Motion should be put. The | the question then before the House, and 
House had passed a Resolution suspending | the question of Chitral, during the latest 
the Twelve o’clock Rule, and he thought | | stage of the Session. 
it would be an abuse to the Rules of the| Mr. DALZIEL thought they all 
House if at that hour he were to accept | knew what kind of discussion would be 
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possible, on the last day of the Session, 
on the Indian Budget. But, apart from 
that, he thought the Government would 
best consult the feeling of the House, 
and best show their interest in the un- 
employed, by consenting to the suggestion 
that had been made. 


Question put, “That those words be 
there added.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 79, Noes 
211.—(Division List No. 9.) 


CHITRAL. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY hoped that, in view of the fact 
that important papers had not yet been 
presented, that the late Secretary for 
India had left the House, and that it was 
well the Debate on the Address should 
be finished to-night, the hon. Member 
(Sir William Wedderburn) who had an 
Amendment on the Paper relating to 
affairs in Chitral would postpone his 
Amendmenttill a more convenient season. 

Sir W. HARCOURT said that: until 
they were in possession of the further 
communications on this subject it would 
be impossible to come to a decided 
opinion. In the absence of the further 
papers and of the late Secretary for 
India, who had left the House under the 
impression that questions relating to 
Chitral would not be raised to-night, he 
trusted that the suggestion of the Leader 
of the House would be agreed to. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said the First 
Lord of the Treasury had just made an 
important communication to the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
the late Secretary of State for India had 
left the House. That pointed to the fact 
of the lateness of the Sitting. No one 
knew better than he did that the First 
Lord of the Treasury was always most 
anxious to study the general con- 
venience of Members, but the hon. 
Member who was anxious to move 
this Motion was in this position: The 
Government had said important papers 
were going to be laid on the Table. 
No one was more entitled to speak on 
the question with greater experience 
than his hon. friend the Member for 
Banffshire. His hon. friend proposed to 
raise it on the present information. He 
was anxious to move it in regard to the 
present position of his mind. The 
Government, however, were anxious to 
improve his mind by the presentation of 
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other papers. He would, therefore, ask 
whether, in the event of the hon. Baronet 
giving way on his motion to-night, the 
Government were prepared to say, first, 
when the papers would be presented, 
and, secondly, whether they were pre- 
pared to give a day for the discussion of 
the subject. In order to give the First 
Lord an opportunity to reply, he moved 
the adjournment of the Debate. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : My noble Friend the Secretary 
for India informs me that he hopes all 
the papers will be laid on the Table, and 
circulated before the end of the week. 
Whether it would be proper to give a 
day in addition to the day on the Indian 
Budget to discuss the view of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite I can hardly say 
until I know what view they take of the 
papers, except they desire to move a 
vote of censure, in which case, of course, 
we shall give a day. But, in the absence 
of any such view, I cannot help thinking 
that the Indian Budget, which cannot 
now be long delayed, will afford a full 
opportunity for the discussion of this 
matter. 

*Sirn W. WEDDERBURN said he 
regretted that he could not meet the 
wishes of the right hon. Gentlemen. He 
felt it his duty to raise his voice, however 
feeble, on behalf of the people of India 
in this matter. Amid all the varying 
and powerful interests struggling for 
precedence in the House, he felt that he 
should be wrong in abandoning this real 
chance of promoting the interests of 
India. (Cheers. 

Mr. DALZIEL hoped that the Leader 
of the House would now recognise—{.Win- 
istrial Cries of “ Oh !”|—the force of the 
Motion for adjournment. He must see 
that this was not a frivolous attempt to 
keep the House sitting or to raise a 
question of secondary importance. The 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Chitral 
amendment said that he regarded the 
question as of supreme and vital im- 

rtance. The hon. Member assured 
the House that he had a speech which 
would occupy an hour at least in delivery 
—[LZaughter|—and the hon. Member for 
Flintshire was also prepared to speak for 
a considerable length of time. There- 
fore, he hoped the Government would at 
once do what they might have to do in 
any case at a later stage of the Debate— 
consent to the adjournment. [Opposition 
Cheers. | 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA-|I did, I should feel some hesitation in 
SURY : I move “That the question be/acting, in any event, contrary to the 


now put.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is, | 


| 
| 


that the question be now put. 
Mr. DALZIEL: I rise to a point of 
order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There can be no 63.—(Division List No. 12). 


point of order. 


Question put, “ That the question be | zB 


now put.” 
The House divided: — Ayes, 206; 
Noes, 73.—(Division List No. 10.) 
Question put accordingly. 


course which has been followed as long as 
I have been a Member of the House, 
and the closure has been in operation. 
[ Ministerial cheers. | 

The House divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 


esol ved— 
‘““That an humble Address be presented to 


| Her Majesty, as followeth :-— 


** Most Gracious Sovereign, 
“We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal 
Subjects, the Commons of the United Kingdom 


|of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 


The House divided :—Ayes, 69 ; Noes, | assembled, beg leave to thank Your Majesty for 


212.—(Division List No. 11). 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I beg to move “ That the Main 
Question be now put.” [Loud cheers. | 

*Mr. SPEAKER then put the question 
that the House do agree with the Address 
in answer to the Queen’s Speech. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY, sitting with his 
hat on, spoke to a point of order, sub- 
mitting that the question of the Closure 
should be put in the first instance before 
the main question was put. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The practice I have 


followed is the usual practice. [ Hear, 


hear.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that he 


desired to raise the point of order that) 
the House must first divide upon the | 


question of the Closure before it divided 
upon the main question. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said that, of course, 
if the hon. Gentleman wished to raise a 
fresh point of order he would listen to 
him. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The original | 


question upon which the Closure was 


the Most Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 


| has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.’’ 


| To be presented by Privy Councillors. 
SUPPLY. 
Mr. HANBURY moved— 


| ‘That this House do this day (Tuesday) 
resolve itself into Committee to consider the 
Supplies to be granted to Her Maijesty.”’ 


Mr. T. M. HEALY rose to speak, 





ut— 
| *Mr. SPEAKER, interposing, said that 
the Motion was merely formal, and could 
| not be debated. 
| Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
| they could not divide upon the Motion. 
[Cries of “Oh! ”] 
*Mr. SPEAKER said, that no doubt 
|a@ Division could be taken, but he was 
not aware of any occasion when such a 
thing had been done. It had been ruled 
on more than one occasion that there 
could be no Debate. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 215; 
Noes, 50.—(Division List No. 13.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 





moved was not a question dependent | 
before the House. It was a question of} Mr. HANBURY moved— 
adjournment. It was upon a question! «That this House will this day resolve itself 
of adjournment that the Closure was | intoa Committee of Ways and Means for reising 
moved, and that constitutes a distinction. | the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.” 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The Closure was} The House divided :—Ayes, 211; 
moved upon the adjournment. There-| Noes, 51.—(Division List No. 14.) 
upon that question was put to the House Resolved,—That this House will this 
and was disposed of. After that, the day resolve itself into a Committee of 
right hon. Gentleman claimed, as he was Ways and Means for raising the Supply 
entitled to do, that the question which | to be granted to Her Majesty. 
was before the House before the Motion Whereupon, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance 
for adjournment was moved should be} of the Order of the House of the 19th 
put to the House. That proceeding August, adjourned the House without 
being entirely in order, I put it to the} Question put. 
House. I may say that I should not in| 
any event read the rule as the hon. and | 


House adjourned at Twenty minutes 
learned Member has read it, but even if! 


after ‘Two o’clock. 


by the Member. 


L 





ave Asterisk (*) at the 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 20th August 1896. 





The House met at Three of the Clock. 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL [x.t.]. 


Read a second time, and committed, 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 


Account [presented 19th August] to 
be printed.—{ No. 426.] 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (ILLI- 
TERATE VOTERS) (GENERAL ELEC- 
TION, 1895). 


Address for :— 


“Return showing the number of Persons who 
voted as Illiterates at the General Election of 
1895 in the United Kingdom (in continuation 
of and in the same form as Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 76, of Session 1893).”—(Mr. R. G. 
Webster.) 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS 
(EXPENSES.) 


Address for :— 


‘« Return of Charges made to Candidates at 
the General Election of 1895, in Great Britain 
and Ireland, by Returning Officers, specifying 
the total Expenses of each Candidate (both ex- 
clusive and inclusive of Returning Officer’s 
Charges), delivered to the Returning Officer 
pursuant to the Corrupt and Illegal Practices 
Act, 1883, and the number of Votes polled for 
each Candidate (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 423, of Session 1893) (in form set 
out); the totals of each column to be shown 
separately for England, Wales, Scotland, and 
Ireland, with a Summary showing the gross 
totals.”’— (Mr. R. G. Webster.) 


NAVY (SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME, 
1889-90). 


Order [28th March 1895] for a Return 
relative thereto, read, and discharged ; 
and, instead thereof :— 


NAVY (SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME 
UNDER NAVAL DEFENCE ACT, 1889). 


Return ordered :— 


“ Relative to the Memorandum of the Secre 
of the Admiralty, dated the 8th day of 
1889 (Parliamentary Paper, No. 67, of Session 
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1889), giving (1) in to the 38 Shi; 
intended ‘by the low e to be t 
in Her jesty’s , in comparison 


with the estimated Expenditure therein shown, 
the actual Expenditure under each head for each 
of the years therein contained, and also, with 
reference to the anticipated difference of 
£3,054,000 therein said to be available ‘ for 
laying down new Vessels, or in reducing the 
Estimates for the years 1892-3 and 1893-4,’ 
information as to what sums were applied to 
either of these two Services ively ; and 
Q) in regard to the 32 Ships included in the 

ew Programme, to be constructed by Contract, 
similar information, in italics, as to the actual 
Expenditure on the Services therein referred to 
in comparison to the estimated Expenditure.” — 
(Mr. Macartney. 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 427.] 


QUESTIONS. 





COASTGUARDS MEN, 


Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty—(1) how many men of the 
Coastguard and how many of the Naval 
Reserves (first and second class) were 
embarked for service during the recent 
Maneeuvres ; (2) whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Admiralty to redress a long 
standing grievance of the Coastguards- 
men relative to their shore pay, which is 
2d. per day less than when afloat; and (3) 
whether he can see his way to redress a 
grievance of the Naval Reserves, “that 
when afloat they shall have pay equiva- 
lent to that of the union rate of wages 
in the Mercantile Marine ?” 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscnen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) : Seventy- 
eight chief officers and 1,196 men of the 
Coastguard were embarked in coastguard 
ships, and 575 Royal Naval Reserve 
men (comprising 232 first-class, 314 
second-class, and 29 firemen) were em- 
barked in various ships. The Royal 
Naval Reserve men were borne in 
addition to full complements. There is 
no proposal before the Board to give 
coastguard men re-engaged pay of 2d. a 
day. With regard to the third question, 
I am unable to see what bearing the 
union rate of wages in the Mercantile 
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Marine can have on the wages of the 
Naval Reserve men, whose conditions of 
service are perfectly different, and who 
enjoy retainers, which are not paid, so 
far as I know, by private shipowners. 


CHURCH OF ST. PAUL, VALETTA. 

Sir HENRY FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies—(1) is it intended 
to make any alteration in the arrange- 
ments connected with the Church of St. 
Paul, Valetta, built by the late Queen 
Dowager Adelaide for the use of the 
Anglican community in Malta, which 
have existed for the last 50 years ; (2) 
can the correspondence on this subject 
be laid upon the Table of the House ; and 
(3) is there any truth in the report that 
this Church, as thus given by the late 
Queen Dowager, is now to be converted 
into a Military Chapel ? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. JosepH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): The Church of 
St. Paul, Valetta, which was built at 
the expense of the late Queen Adelaide 
for the use of the Protestant inhabitants 
of Malta and Her Majesty’s Land and 
Sea Forces employed there, has hitherto 
been served by the Chaplain to the 
Government. Last year, in answer to an 
address from the Council of Government 
of Malta praying for the abolition of the 
salary of the Chaplain, the late Secretary 
of State said that when the office 
became vacant the question of its 
abolition would be considered ; and sub- 
sequently he approved of a proposal 
made by the Governor, with the con- 
currence of the present Chaplain and of 
the Bishop of Gibraltar, that the present 
Chaplain should retire on a pension and 
that the office should thereupon be 
abolished provided that arrangements 
were made for protecting the interests of 
the non-military portion of the congrega- 
tion of St. Paul’s Church. The question 
of the arrangements to be made for that 
purpose on theabolitionof the Chaplaincy 
are still under consideration. When 
the correspondence is complete, I will 
consider whether it can be laid. The 
answer to the third question is in the 
negative. 

First Lord of the Admiralty. 


{COMMONS} 








Landing Places. 
POLICE PENSIONS. 
*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether repre- 
sentations have reached him complaining 
of the superannuation allowances to the 
police in Scotland being on a consider- 
ably lower scale than such allowances 
are in England; and whether he will 
take steps to redress the inequality of 
pension rights by raising police pensions 
in Scotland to the same level as in 
England ? 

*ToeE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CuaRLEs Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities) : In reply to the 
hon. Member, I must refer him to the 
answer given by me yesterday to the 
hon. Members for the north division of 
Ayrshire, and for Peebles and.Selkirk. 
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GROCERS’ LICENCES IN SCOTLAND. 

*Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate—(1) whether he is aware 
that the recommendations made by a Royal 
Commission presided over by Sir James 
Fergusson in 1878-9, with regard to 
grocers’ licences in Scotland, still remain 
unacted upon ; and (2) whether, before 
the next Session of Parliament, he will 
consider the propriety of giving legisla- 
tive effect to those recommendations. 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE: I am 
aware of the fact stated in the first part 
of the hon. Member’s question ; and in 
reply to the second part, I can at present 
give no undertaking as to legislative 
proposals for next Session. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, whether he will cause inquiries 
to be made of the chief constables of 
police whether there are still prevalent 
the evils arising out of the imperfections 
of the Law regulating grocers’ licenses in 
Scotland, which were reported by the 
Royal Commission of 1878 ? 

*Tue LORD ADVOCATE: I will 
consult with the Secretary for Scotland 
as to the propriety of making the 
inquiry suggested by my right hon. 
Friend. 


IRISH LANDING PLACES. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he 
will ascertain from the Board of Works 
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whether they can improve the approach 
to the pier at Dingle by using their 
new dredger to remove the mud 
which is filling up the channel and 
making the pier inaccessible except in 
high tides ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Gzeratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : I understand from the Board of 
Works that it is doubtful whether their 
dredgers would besuitable for removing the 
mud deposits in Dingle Bay, and that, 
moreover, it is questionable whether a 
channel to the pier could be excavated 
and kept open, without continual 
dredging and considerable expeuditure. 
However, I am making further inquiries 
in the matter. 

Sr THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will draw 
the attention of the Congested Districts 
Board to the advisability of improving 
the landing place at Ballydavid, county 
Kerry, and also of constructing a small 
boat slip at Lack, in Dingle Bay ; and, 
he will urge on the work of constructing 
the pier in Scraggane Bay, so as to give 
employment to the people of the locality 
during the winter ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not in a position to express an opinion 
on the merits of the proposals made in 
the question, but they shall be brought 
before the Congested Districts Board at 
its next meeting. 


MILITIA STAFF SERGEANTS. 

Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE : I beg to 
ask the UnderSecretary of State for War, 
if he will consider the case of Sergeants 
of the permanent staff of the Militia 
serving on Militia engagements (under 
par. 609 of Militia Regulations), with 
a view to placing them on the same 
footing as regards pay and pension as 
non-commissioned officers of the per- 
manent staff who are serving on Army 
engagements 1 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford): This question has 
been fully considered, and the Secretary 
of State is unable to add anything to 
the reply given by the late Secretary of 
State to a similar question put to him 
on the 8th May, last year, by the hon. 
Member for South Leitrim. 
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FRANCE AND THE MEKONG. 

*Mr. R. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, with reference 
to the numerous statements in the 
French Press that it is untrue that 
France ever accepted the hypothesis of 
ithe creation of a buffer State on the 
| two banks of the Mekong, whether this 
hypothesis was accepted by France in 
the two Protocols dated 25th November, 
1893, the first signed by the French and 
English delegates for the discussion of the 
buffer State on the Upper Mekong, and 
the second signed by the Marquess of 
Dufferin and M. Develle ? 

*ToE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. GeorcE 
Curzon, Southport): The hypothesis of 
a buffer State or intermediary zone was 
accepted by the French Government, 
and the Protocols in question were 
printed in the Parliamentary Blue Book, 
Siam, No. 1, 1894. 


SCHOOL EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that in the 
Annual Report of the Committee of 
Council on Education a general state- 
ment of income and expenditure of all 
School Boards is furnished, but that in 
the case of denominational schools aided 
by Parliamentary grants the amount of 
the annual grant is the only financial 
detail given ; and whether, in view of 
the large expenditure of public money 
by denominational schools, he will in 
future reports furnish, by means of a 
separate table, the details of their expen- 
diture, and thus place them on the same 
footing as School Boards ? 

THe VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University) : The hon. Member will see, 
on referring to the Return given in the 
Annual Report, that it is for School 
Boards, and not for individual Board 
Schools. A Return such as that which 
the hon. Member desires was presented 
to this House in August 1894, and, I hope, 
will serve the purpose of the hon. Member. 
He will see, from the bulky character of 
the Return, and the mass of detail in- 
volved in it, that to give it annually 
would be a very costly matter. 
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367 Dr. Herz. 
NORTH SEA CANAL AND NAVAL 
HOSPITALITY. 


Mr. H. 0. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Bel- 
fast, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty, whether, on the occa- 
sion of the opening of the North Sea 
Canal by His Majesty the German 
Emperor, the German ships of war, in 
pursuance of official instructions, enter- 
tained the officers of Her Majesty’s ships 
present to represent the nation ; whether 
the cost of returning such hospitality 
was wholly, or in a Jarge measure, borne 
by the officers of Her Majesty’s ships ; 
and, whether any entertainment allow- 
ance has been granted to the officers 
other than Flag Officers; and, if not, 
whether, in view of the official character 
of the Fétes, the Admiralty will favour- 
ably consider the propriety of making 
such an allowance, and thus relieving 
the junior officers of a portion of the 
very heavy expense entailed upon them. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The question of the 
expenses incurred by the officers of the 
Channel Squadron in entertaining the 
foreign officers during the late inter- 
national festivities is under the consider- 
ation of the Board of Admiralty. The 
subject is surrounded by many difficul- 
ties ; hospitality is frequently extended 
by British naval officers to foreign officers 
in many parts of the world, and often 
the expense of its exercise by a small 
ship on an obscure but necessary occasion 
falls as heavily on the individual officers 
as entertaining on a large scale does on 
a large ship on an international occasion. 
Something has been done already with 
regard to the expenditure of the Channel 
Squadron during the visit of the Italian 
Fleet at Portsmouth ; but, as I have said, 
the question is under consideration. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
consider the genera] question of making 
an allowance as a matter of course to 
all officers and not as a matter of special 
concession to those of the Channel 
Squadron ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : That is just one of 
the difficulties with which the question 
is surrounded. If, as a matter of course, 
British officers who entertain foreign 
officers are to be recouped their outlay, 
the act of hospitality would be regarded 
as losing much of its grace and spon- 
taniety ; and to give a general permission 
to naval officers to entertain those of 
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other countries would not be in accord- 
ance with the traditions of the Service 
or the means of the Exchequer. I can 
assure the hon. Member the Lords of the 
Admiralty are not anxious to impose on 
naval officers any expenses which they 
cannot bear; but the lavishness of ex- 
penditure on hospitality might depend 
very much on whether it came from the 
resources of the State or the pockets of 
naval officers. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is there 
not a general allowance of this kind 
already made to superior officers in the 
shape of table money, and could nota 
similar allowance be made to inferior 
officers on whom the charge for hospitality 
falls with great severity ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The Admiralty 
look upon it as part of their pay. The 
Admirals of a station where there is 
occasion for little hospitality receive the 
same as others, and they regard it as part 
of their pay. I can assure the hon. 
Member we have no wish to approach 
the question in any spirit of iliiberality, 
but I do not think we can possibly make 
a general rule. 


DR. HERZ. 
Mr. A GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge): I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he would lay upon 
the Table of the House a copy of the 
Correspondence which has passed _be- 
tween the Home Office and the French 
Government with reference to the case 
of Dr. Herz; and also a copy of the 
Report of Dr. Russell Reynolds on the 
prisoner’s state of health in 1893, and 
his subsequent Report ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
W. Ruvtey, Lancashire, Blackpool): I 
cannot see that any good purpose would 
be served by laying upon the Table of the 
House the correspondence referred to. 
Speaking generally, that correspondence 
has been limited to a representation as 
to the serious condition of Herz’s health 
and the impossibility of removing him 
to London, and an inquiry whether the 
French Government persisted in their 
requisition for his surrender, to which a 
reply in the affirmative was returned. 
Sir Russell Reynolds has three times 
visited Herz and reported on his health ; 
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his reports are confidential in their 
details, and it would be contrary to 
practice to publish such documents. 
Her Majesty’s Government are now in 
communication with the French Govern- 
ment with a view to a fresh conven- 
tion being come to which would enable 
the Act of last Session to be put in 
force. 


LICENSING HOUSES AND MILITARY 
UNIFORMS. 

Mr. A. M. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War, whether he is aware that 
ona recent occasion, atthe Central Hotel, 
Portsmouth, refreshments were refused 
to Regular Soldiers and Volunteers on 
the ground that they were wearing Her 
Majesty’s uniform; and, whether the 
Military Authorities contemplate taking 
any steps with regard to the renewal of 
a licence for the Central Hotel, at 
Portsmouth ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Soldiers in uniform 
were not excluded from the public bar 
of the hotel in question, but from a bar 
which was alleged to be a private bar. 
The law on this question was stated as 
follows by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth, when 
Home Secretary :— 


*< It was not legal for the innkeeper to exclude 
the soldier, but it was not to be understood that 
he could be compelled to admit him into every 
room. The wearers of the Queen’s uniform, so 
far from being subject to such exclusion, ought 
to be treated with special honour.” 


Steps are being taken locally with re- 
gard to renewal of the licence of the 
Central Hotel, and meanwhile the house 
has been placed “out of bounds.” 


BERRIEW EDUCATIONAL ORDER. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Roches- 
ter) : I beg to ask the Vice President of 
the Committee of Council on Education, 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the promise of the late Vice President, 
on 29th March, and if he could devise 
any reasonable means, even by an Act 
of Parliament itself, by which the 
Berriew Scheme could be brought before 


Parliament for such discussion as it 


ought to have received, he should be 
very glad to adopt that means; and, 
whether the present Government would 
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introduce a Bill repealing the Order in 
Council which brought it into effect. 

Sir JOHN GORST: My attention 
has been drawn to the matter referred 
to by the hon. Member, and the Govern- 
ment are prepared to introduce a Bill 
this Session to repeal the Order in 
Council which brought the Berriew 
Scheme into effect. The Government 
hope, after the promise given by the late 
Vice President, to be able to pass the 
Bill as an unopposed measure ; but the 
hon. Member will understand that, if 
there is any opposition, it will not be 
possible to proceed with the Bill during 
the present Session. 


ACCIDENT AT CHATHAM DOCKYARD. 


VISCOUNT CRANBORNE: I beg 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty, 
whether his attention has been called 
to the case of Robert Rigden, who was 
injured in Chatham Dockyard in August 
1893 ; and, whether the Admiralty 
have verified the information placed at 
their disposal by the hon. Member for 
Rochester in June of this year ; and, if 
so, whether they will reconsider their 
refusal to augument Robert Rigden’s 
pension ? 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. J. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) : My attention has 
been directed by the Noble Lord’s ques- 
tion to the case of Robert Rigden. The 
information placed at the disposal of the 
Admiralty by the hon. Member for 
Rochester is contrary to the information 
already in the possession of the Admir- 
alty; but, it is not considered necessary 
to verify it, as the pension already 
awarded to Rigden could not in any 
circumstances be augmented, without 
going beyond the provisions of the 
Superannuation Act, which neither the 
Admiralty nor the Treasury have any 
power to do. 


VISCOUNT CRANBORNE: I 
should like to ask the hon. Gentleman, 
whether he will consider the propriety of 
granting an independent inquiry, as 
there is an absolute conflict of testimony, 
between those who inform me and the 
Authorities of the Admiralty 4 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
will certainly consider that point, if the 
noble Lord desires it. 
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UNIVERSITY OF WALES. 

Mr. D. BRYNMOR JONES (Swan- 
sea District): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, whether it is 
the intention of the Government to con- 
tinue the grant of £3,000 per annum to 
the University of Wales? 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir Micuaret Hicks 
Beacu, Bristol, W.): A grant of £3,000 
was made for the last financial year 
(1894-95) for preliminary expenses of 
the University. This, I understand, 
was found insufficient, and my pre- 
decessor undertook that a Grant of the 
same amount should be made for the 
current financial year. Provision for 
this will be made in the Supplementary 
Estimates, which will shortly be in the 
hands of hon. Members. 


MARKING FOREIGN-MADE GLASS. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether he will consider the pro- 
priety of taking steps, either by further 
regulations or by amendment of the 
law, to require more distinct marking 
on goods of foreign origin, and in par- 

ticluar on articles of foreign-made glass 1 

*ToEe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircuig, Croydon) : 
The right hon. Gentleman will probably 
remember that a Select Committee of 
the House of Commons on the adminis- 
tration of the Merchandise Marks Act, 
1887, reported that they were unable to 
recommend the compulsory marking of 
all goods. They were of opinion that it 
would seriously restrict trade and vir- 
tually destroy the business of warehouse- 
men, commission agents, and small 
masters, and that such an enactment 
would of necessity involve the insertion 
of a clause in any international con- 
vention imposing similar obligations on 
this country in respect of goods made in 
England but sold abroad. I have not 
myself studied the Report referred to, 
but will make it my business to do so. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON asked 
whether he was aware that the manu- 
facturers of this country took a different 
view. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said that might be so, 
but he presumed that the position they 
took up was put before the Committee. 
It was after considering the pros and cons 
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of the matter that the Committee 
arrived at the conclusion they did. 


In answer to Mr. Provanp (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars), 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the date of the 
Report of the Committee would be found 
in the Library. 


BURIAL BOARD FEES. 

Mr.J.CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
what has been the result of the pro- 
mised action of the Home Office in 
regard to the illegal tables of fees and 
charges adopted by the burial boards of 
Bishop’s Stortford, Weston-super-Mare, 
Walton-on-Thames, Aylsham, Soham, 
and Uxbridge ; and whether, in view of 
these and other cases of the like kind, 
he will take steps to ensure that no 
tables of fees and charges in. parochial 
cemeteries shall in future receive the 
approval of the Secretary of State which 
are not in conformity with the require- 
ments of the law in regard to fees for 
interments in the consecrated and un- 
consecrated parts thereof respectively ? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY: The burial 
boards of Bishop’s Stortford, Walton 
and Aylsham have now adopted and put 
in force satisfactory tables of fees. In 
the other three cases correspondence is 
in progress with the prospect in each 
case of a satisfactory settlement. The 
defects in these and similar tables have 
arisen, not from the Secretary of State 
having approved fees which are not in 
conformity with the law, but from the 
burial boards printing in their tables, 
without proper explanation, fees not ap- 
proved by the Secretary of State. Care 
will be taken in the Home Office, in the 
future as in the past, that no fees are 
approved, but such as are in conformity 
with law. 


DISTRESS IN NEWFOUNDLAND. 
*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, how much 
British money has recently been ex- 
pended in Newfoundland under cireum- 
stances under which relief from taxes is 








habitually refused in England; and 
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what Vote will be presented on which 
the appointment of an Imperial Relief 
Commissioner can be discussed. 


Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
About £15,000 was expended by the 
Special Commissioner in the relief of 
distress in Newfoundland, in addition 
to which he gave guarantees amounting 
to about £7,000. The sum which will 
have to be paid under these guarantees 
will depend on the success of the fishing 
operations. A vote will be proposed 
for the sum of £20,000 on this account 
in the Supplementary Estimate of the 
amount required in the current financial 
year for sundry colonial services, and 
the subject can be discussed on that 
occasion. I may add that the circum- 
stances in Newfoundland under which 
this relief was given have, happily for 
us, never been paralleled in this country ; 
but, nevertheless, although generally 
cases of distress must be dealt with by 
the local authorities and out of local 
funds, there have heen occasions of an 
exceptional character upon which Her 
Majesty’s Government have felt justified 
in giving assistance, even in England, 
while in Ireland it has been matter of 
common occurrence. 


BALLYMAHON UNION. 


Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the pro- 
posal to dissolve the Ballymahon Union ; 
whether he is aware that in the majority 
voting for this Motion were a number of 
ex-officio members of the Board who 
rarely attend the meetings to transact 
the ordinary business of the Union, 
whilst local opinion is strongly against 
this proposal, and the Report of the 
Local Government Board Inspector shows 
that it would entail a serious financial 
loss to the ratepayers of Ballymahon ; 
and whether, under the circumstances, 
the Local Government Board will con- 
sent to the proposal being carried into 
operation ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that a special meeting of the 
Board of Guardians was held on the 
3lst July ultimo to consider the pro- 
posal to dissolve this Union, with the 
result that nine elected and five ex-officio 
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guardians voted in favour of amalgama- 
tion with adjoining Unions, and seven 
elected Guardians against the proposal. 
It appears from the calculations made 
by the Local Government Board In- 
spector that the ratepayers would pro- 
bably be called upon to pay a slightly 
increased rate in the event of dissolution 
whilst the other Unions concerned would 
gain in this respect. The entire matter 
is now, however, receiving the considera- 
tion of the Local Government Board, 
who have not yet decided whether they 
will give effect to the wishes of the 
Guardians in the matter. 


BOYLE MILITARY BARRACKS. 

Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state if it is the intention of the 
military authorities in Ireland to have 
the military barracks in Boyle occupied 
by an infantry detachment during the 
winter months; and whether he can 
state if there are any military reasons 
why the practice carried out by previous 
Governments of stationing troops in 
Boyle should not be continued ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : It is contrary to 
the present military system to break up 
battalions into small detachments, a 
course which is found to be bad for 
discipline and for efficient military in- 
struction. The barrack at Boyle having 
only accommodation for a small body of 
men, is occupied at present by the 
Permanent Staff of the 5th Battalion of 
the Connaught Rangers. It has not 
been occupied by other troops since 1890, 
and it is not proposed to remove troops 
there from other stations. 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE. 

Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether, in 
regard to the merchant steamers which 
earn a subvention as armed cruisers, but 
are stationed in the North Pacific Ocean, 
those members of the crew who are also 
Royal Naval Reserve men are enabled 
to re-enrol as Reserve or to receive the 
retaining fee due to them unless they 
report themselves personally in the 
United Kingdom, a step involving the 
giving up their employment, and the ex- 
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the journey home; and, whether steps 
can be taken to obviate these difficulties, 
and to permit of the enrolment and re- 
enrolment of members of the Royal 
Naval Reserve in such stations as Esqui- 
mault and Hong Kong, and the payment 
at those naval stations of the fees that 
may be due for service in the Reserve ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The question has 
recently been under the consideration of 
a departmental committee appointed by 
the late Board of Admiralty, and it is 
proposed to obtain statutory authority to 
amend the Act for the establishment of 
Royal Naval Volunteers (22 & 23 Vict., 
c. 40), so as to give power to enrol and 
re-enrol men abroad, and for the payment 
of their retainers. 


BRASS RIVER TROUBLES. 


Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Report 
on the recent troubles on the Brass 
River by the Special Commissioner, Sir 
John Kirk, has yet been received ; and 
whether the information thus obtained 
will be laid upon the Table before her 
Majesty’s Government come to any final 
decision as to any new arrangement for 
the administration of the territories con- 
cerned ? 


Mr. WILLIAM LAWRENCE 
(Liverpool, Abercromby): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Sir John Kirk’s Report, 
re Niger territories, will be issued to 
Members during the present Session ; 
and, if not, how soon before will it be 
made public ; and, whether there is any 
truth in the rumour that it is proposed to 
hand over to the Royal Niger Company 
any part of the territory of the Niger 
Coast Protectorate ? 


*Mr.CURZON: The Report of Sir John 
Kirk has not yet been received ; nor can 
a promise be given that it will be laid 
before Parliament. It is a Report in- 
tended for the information of her 
Majesty's Government on _ various 
questions relating to the administration 
of the Protectorate. Until it has been 
received no decision will be taken on the 
matters affected. 
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TRANSMISSION OF SEAMEN’S WAGES 
Sr GEORGE BADEN-POWELL: 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether, in reference to the 
successful experiment recently made at 
Dunkirk in the transmission home of 
wages due to British seamen discharged 
at foreign ports, facilities will now be 
afforded in other ports besides Dun- 
kirk ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The transmission 
experiment at Dunkirk has been made 
under somewhat exceptional circum- 
stances, and the Board of Trade are 
anxious to have further experience of 
the operation of the system there under 
more normal conditions before deciding 
to extend it to other continental ports. 
The experiment at Dunkirk will, 
therefore, be continued for another year 
before any further steps are taken. 

Mr. A. J. MUNDELLA (Sheffield, 
Brightside) : Can the right lion. Gentle- 
man tell us what the cost has been for 
the first year ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: My recollection is 
the cost has exceeded the receipts by 
about £120. Of course the right hon. 
Gentleman knows there was a large 
transmission of wages through the Post 
Office before the experiment was tried. 

Mr. MUNDELLA: Fifty-two and a 
half per cent. last year. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: It was not more 
than 10 or 15 per cent. more than it was 


before. 


WARRANT OFFICERS. 

Mr. HUDSON E. KEARLEY (De- 
vonport) : I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whether the Report of 
the Departmental Committee which has 
been investigating the question of an 
improved status to Warrant Officers has 
been considered by the Board of Ad- 
miralty ; and, if so, whether any decision 
has yet been arrived at? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The question of the 
pay and position of Warrant Officers is 
still under consideration, and no decision 
has yet been arrived at. 


ARMY MINERAL WATER SUPPLIES. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kil- 
kenny) : I beg to ask the UnderSecretary 
of State for War whether he is aware that 
the Royal Artillery Canteen at Dover 
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has commenced the manufacture of 
mineral waters, and is endeavouring to 
trade for the supply of other regiments ; 
whether it is with the sanction of the 
Government that the military have gone 
into competition with manufacturers and 
labourers engaged in this branch of 
trade; whether the Government will 
insist that regular trade wages are paid 
by these military manufacturers to their 
employés, as is required of all other 
caterers for Government contracts ; and 
whether the Government intend to allow 
these military manufacturers to contract 
for the supply of the Army in Ireland, 
to the injury of the mineral water trade, 
which is one of the few prosperous Irish 
industries ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The Regulations 
do not forbid the canteen of one battalion 
to sell to that of another, but inquiry 
will be made whether this privilege has 
been abused in this case. There is no 
intention of allowing the supply of other 
units to be extended in the manner sug- 
gested in the question. 


COMMISSIONERS OF THE PEACE, 
IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the 
Return, No. 397, of the Commissioners 
of Peace, Ireland, ordered to be printed 
6th July, 1895, will contain all the 
appointments to the Commission of the 
Peace made by ex-Lord Chancellor 
Walker; and, if not, whether he has 
any objection to grant the further 
Return ¢ 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that the names of all persons 
to whom the Commission of the Peace 
has been issued by the late Government 
will be found in Return No. 397 referred 
to, and Return No. 463 of the Session of 
1893, of which the former is a continua- 
tion. 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL (SCOTLAND). 
Mr. J. M‘KILLOP (Stirlingshire) : I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
introduce next Session a Public Health 
Bill for Scotland ? 
*ToeE LORD ADVOCATE: I am 
unable to say whether any Bill dealing 
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with the subject mentioned by my hon. 
Friend will be introduced next Session, 
but the propriety of doing so will be 
carefully considered. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN BECHUANALAND 


Sirk WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether he will lay upon the Table a 
copy of the safeguards connected with 
the liquor traffic in Bechuanaland, re- 
ferred to in Her Majesty’s Speech from 
the Throne. 


Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
The papers which will be laid on the 
Table will include the information 
desired by the honourable Baronet. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 


Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, whether he will lay 
upon the Table of the House the cor- 
respondence that passed between him 
and the Promoters with regard to the 
proposed guarantee to the West Highland 
Railway. And what was the date of 
the communication that he made to Mr. 
Cameron of Lochiel, in which it is 
alleged that he promised to press forward 
this Bill during the present Session. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: Correspondence on this 
subject was laid on the Table in May 
last. There has been none since the 
present Government took office. The 
two last Governments promised a 
guarantee to the promoters of this 
railway; and when the late Govern- 
ment resigned a notice stood on 
the Order - book of a Resolution to 
carry it into effect. Soon after I 
accepted office, I was asked by Mr. 
Cameron of Lochiel, who, I understand, 
is largely interested in the district, 
whether I would fulfil the promise made 
by my predecessor, and introduce a Bill 
on the subject in this Session. I replied 
that I felt myself bound by the promise 
of the late Government, and would do 
my best to introduce a Bill this Session, 
but that the arrangement of business 
rested not with me, but with the Leader 
of the House. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN : Is it a fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman stated that he 
would endeavour to push forward this 
Motion during the present Session 4 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER : Certainly. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the first public 
announcement of the intention of the 
Government to press forward this gua- 
rantee for the West Ireland Railway 
was made at a political meeting held in 
the interests of the hon. Member for 
Inverness-shire the day before the poll- 
ing? [Cheers.| 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER said he did not know what 
use might have been made of his letter, 
but it was written long before the 
polling. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not given me the date. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER : It was soon after I took 
office. 


Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) asked whether the Bill was not 
abandoned in the last Parliament be- 
cause regarded as contentious, and yet 
the present Government intended to 
introduce it 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER said he hoped, with the 
sanction of the Leader of the House, to 
introduce the Bill, and, if it proved to 
be contentious, it would fall under the 
rule already stated to the House. 


LOSS OF H.M.S. ‘‘ VICTORIA.”’ 


*Caprain BETHELL (York, E. R. 
Holderness): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, whether it is 
the case that the compensation for loss 
of kit to the surviving officers and men 
of H.M.S. Victoria has not been yet 
fully paid, and what is the cause of the 
delay ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The final balances 
of compensation to the men were settled 
in May, 1894. Compensation on the 


then existing scale was made to officers 
in September and October, 1893, and a 
further compensation under the new 
regulations recently approved was made 
last month. 
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JUDICIAL RENTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether, having regard to the great fall 
in prices of cattle and agricultural pro- 
ducts in Ireland, and to the fact that 
the oat, hay, and flax crops are barely 
half an average crop, he will take steps 
to secure an immediate revision of 
judicial rents in Ireland, and will he 
bring in some such measure of relief for 
Trish farmers during the present Session ! 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
is aware that, owing to the abnormally 
low prices of staple Irish farm products, 
and to the losses entailed upon Irish 
farmers by the prolonged drought in the 
spring and the wet hay and corn harvest, 
it will be absolutely impossible for many 
of them to pay their rents in full this 
year, and, whether he will take steps to 
meet this emergency by passing a ‘Bill 
for the temporary revision of judicial 
rents during the present Session ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment of the Land Commission, that it 
appears from the return of actual trans- 
actions collected by that department 
that during the present year the price of 
store cattle has been fully maintained 
throughout Ireland when compared with 
the prices of the past year. The returns 
also show that the prices of several of 
the agricultural products have not main- 
tained the average prices of last year, 
though to what extent this slight fall 
may be of a permanent nature it is not 
possible to say. 

Mr. JAMES DALY asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would be kind 
enough to lay the information he had 
obtained upon this subject upon the 
table 4 

Mr. 
tainly. 

Captain DONELAN asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he was aware 
that the average price of butter in 
Ireland during the summer had been 
under 6d. a pound, and that even now 
the top price of butter in the Cork 
Butter Market was only 8d. a pound ; 
and whether he was aware that the 
average price of oats on Saturday last in 
the Cork Corn Market was only 6d. per 


GERALD BALFOUR: Cer- 
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stone. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether, in view of prices such as 
these and of the disastrous harvest in 
Ireland, it was not obviously impossible 
for the Irish farmer to meet his rent in 
full this year? [‘ Hear, hear !”] 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.) 
asked whether the Gentleman who 
had supplied the return to which the 
right hon. Gentleman had referred had 
anticipated the price of store cattle in 
the fall of this year—a matter of more 
importance to the Irish farmer in respect 
of his power of meeting his year’s rent 
than the spring prices were. In view of 
the probable action of the Government 
in prohibiting the importation of Cana- 
dian cattle into England and Scotland 
the matter was one of general interest. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
it must be obvious to the House that he 
was not in a position to answer these 
detailed questions as to the prices of 
commodities. He must really ask hon. 
Members to put their questions down 
upon the paper. 

Sirk WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth), asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman could say whether 
the price of whisky had fallen. 
[ Laughter. ] 


No answer was given to this question. 


IRISH ORDNANCE SURVEY. 
Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he can state the 
progress made with the 25-inch Irish 
survey, and how many counties are at 
present mapped, and at what cost? 

*THE PRESIDENT or tote BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Wa ter 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby): The 
whole of the County Dublin and por- 
tions of the Counties of Kerry, Galway 
and Roscommon have been published on 
the 25-inch scale, and resurvey on that 
scale is now proceeding in Clare, Galway, 
Kerry and Mayo, and in various towns 
of which plans are required by the Com- 
missioner of Valuation. The total area 
surveyed up to the 3lst December last 
was 4,751 square miles, the area pub- 
lished being 1,646 square miles. I am 
doubtful whether it will be possible for 
me to give anything but a very rough 
estimate of the cost of a single item only 
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of the work of the Survey in Ireland, but 
I shall be glad to make inquiry on the 
subject and communicate with my hon. 
Friend. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING ON THE IRISH 
COAST. 


Mr. W. FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
steam launch has been repeatedly asked 
for and promised to protect the fisher- 
men at Galway and other fishing ports 
from trawlers which trawl within the 
legal limits; and whether the Govern- 
ment will give equal protection to Irish 
fishermen as that afforded around the 
coasts of England and Scotland by coast- 
guards and steam launches ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Appli- 

cations for a cruiser or gunboat to pro- 
tect the fishermen at Galway and other 
fishing ports from trawlers which trawl 
within the legal limits have been made 
from time to time to the Irish Govern- 
ment. Where the circumstances of the 
case appeared to require it, application 
has been made by the Irish Government 
to the Admiralty, who have occasionally 
detailed gunboats and cruisers for duty 
in response to such requests. The ques- 
tion of sending vessels for the purpose 
rests entirely with the Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Admiralty. The coast- 
guards have instructions in Ireland, as 
in England, #o report any breaches of 
fishery laws which come to their know- 
ledge. 
Mr. W. FIELD asked whether it was 
the intention of the Government to give 
the same facilities for the protection of 
fishermen around the coast of Ireland as 
were enjoyed at present by Scotch fisher- 
men. Could not a steam launch or two 
be sent round the coast of Ireland ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 
consult the Admiralty on the subject. 


WICKLOW HARBOUR. 


Mr. WILLIAM CORBET (Wick- 
low, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he is aware that 
an application has been made for. a free 
grant of £30,000 for Wicklow Harbour, 
and whether he will ask for that sum in 
the Irish Estimates ? 
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*Toe SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) : 
Besides incurring considerable expense 
in employing Sir Alexander Rendel to 
examine the harbour, the Treasury have 
offered to cancel the outstanding un- 
guaranteed loan of about £9,000, to- 
gether with interest accrued since 1881, 
to reduce the interest on the guaranteed 
loan of £40,000 from 4} per cent. to 
4 per cent., and to advance a new loan 
of £35,000, if the local Baronies and the 
Town of Wicklow will on their side 
guarantee its repayment. I understand 
that the charge which the Baronies and 
Town would thereby incur could be 
met by a rate of 24d. in the £ annually, 
and that their average rating at present 
is only about 3s. 6d. in the £. As the 
Harbour is mainly kept up in the 
interests of the locality, the local autho- 
rities may fairly be expected to under- 
take this very small liability. In fact 
their reluctance to do so would seem to 
imply that in their opinion the harbour 
is unnecessary. I agree with my prede- 
cessor in the view that, in these circum- 
stances, the Treasury would not be 
justified in making a free grant. 


Boer Government 


FATAL ACCIDENTS INQUIRY ACT 
(SCOTLAND). 


Mr. JOHN WILSON § (Falkirk 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether, owing to the extra labour 
involved by the Fatal Accidents Inquiry 
Act, it is intended to appoint an addi- 
tional sheriff substitute for Lanarkshire ; 
and, if so, will he make it a condition of 
his appointment that he shall reside in 
Lanark, seeing that there is no sheriff re- 
sident in the Upper Ward ? 

*Toe LOKD ADVOCATE: In reply 
to the question of my hon. Friend, I 
have to inform him that it is intended to 
appoint an additional sheriff substitute 
for Lanarkshire, and that the question 
of his place of residence is now under 
consideration. 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET. 


Mr. HERMON-HODGE (Oxon, Hen- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty what is the latest information 
as to the health of the Mediterranean 
Fleet ? 
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Mr. GOSCHEN: I am glad to say 
that on the 13th of August the Com- 
mander-in-Chief telegraphed that the 
health of the squadron with him was 
perfectly satisfactory. [‘ Hear!”] 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
WALES. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Buroughs): I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
what is the present position of the 
scheme for the constitution of the Cen- 
tral Board of Intermediate Education in 
Wales, and whether it is possible to pass 
the scheme into law in the course of the 
present Session ? 

Sir JOHN GORST : This scheme has 
been approved by the Committee of 
Council, and is now before Parliament. 
The Statute requires that it should lie 
on the Table of both Houses for two 
months in the same Session of Parlia- 
ment, during which time an address may 
be presented by either House, praying 
Her Majesty to withhold her consent 
from all-or part of the scheme. It is 
therefore impossible that the scheme 
can be approved by Her Majesty in 
Council during the present Session. 
[‘‘ Hear, hear !”] 


SECONDARY EDUCATION COMMISSION. 

Mr. LEWIS : I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Secondary Educa- 
tion will be laid upon the Table during 
the present Session 1 

Sir JOHN GORST: The Report has 
been signed, and was sent to the Home 
Office on Saturday last for submission to 
the Queen. It will be laid upon the 
Table during the present Session, but 
copies cannot be in the hands of Mem- 
bers for a month, at least. 


BOER GOVERNMENT AND THE 
TRANSVAAL. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD - BART- 
LETT (Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies whether he can state what reply 
has been made by the Boer Government 
and Volksraad to a petition recently 
presented to them, signed by over 
30,000 non-Boer residents of the Trans- 
vaal, asking for Constitutional rights ? 
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Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
We have no official information on the 
subject, but we understand from un- 
official sources that the prayer of the 
petitioners was not granted. 


Licensing Law 


MARKING FOREIGN-MADE WATCHES. 

Mr. CHARLES MURRAY (Co- 
ventry) : I beg toask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he will specially 
direct his attention to the marking of 
foreign-made watches, so that the inten- 
tion of the Merchandise Marks Act may 
be carried out, and purchasers may refer 
either to the dial or the dome for their 
information, and not obscure recesses of 
the watch ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I shall be happy to 
give my attention to the subject referred 
to by the hon. Member ; and if he can 
afford me information tending to show 
that the Act is being evaded I shall be 
glad to consider it most carefully. 


DULWICH ART GALLERY. 
Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green): 
I beg to ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 


whether he can state the reason why the; 


Dulwich Gallery is now closed on Sun- 
days ; and whether he can exercise any 
authority to have the Gallery re-opened 
on Sundays in future, so as to afford 
opportunities of visiting the Gallery to 
those who are unable from their avoca- 
tions to visit it on week days? 

Sir JOHN GORST : I regret that I 
am unable to give the hon. Member any 
information on this subject, as the 
Dulwich Gallery is not under the control 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion. 


IRISH LAND LEGISLATION. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
undertaking of the Land Commission 
that judgments on fair rent applications 
listed after the 29th September next 
will be postponed until the proposed 
Land Bill has been passed next Session, 
applies as well to applications listed 
before the Civil Bill Courts as to appli- 
cations before the Land Commission ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No; 
but I should be inclined to anticipate 
that the Civil Bill Courts would in this 
matter be disposed to follow the example 
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of the Land Commission. As the hon. 
and learned Member is aware, the 


number of such cases coming before the 
Civil Bill Courts is very small compared 
with those coming before the Land Com- 
mission. [‘ Hear, hear!” 
Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman’s undertaking 
was to communicate with the County 
Court Judges on the matter as well as 
with the Judges of the High Court. 

Mr.GERALD BALFOUR: Certainly 
not. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.): Why not? 


No answer was given to this question. 


QUARTER SESSIONS NOTICES. 

Mr. |H. C. LUTTRELL (Devon, 
Tavistock): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether it is the case that while notices 
of Quarter Sessions are sent by the 
Clerks of the Peace to some Justices of 
the Peace, they are not sent to those 
who are Justices by virtue of being 
chairmen of District Councils; and, 
whether, if this be so, he will take steps 
to ensure that all Justices shall be 
treated alike in the issue of such notices ? 

Sm M. W. RIDLEY: T have not 
received any complaints of failure on the 
part of Clerks of the Peace to send out 
Notices of Quarter Sessions to ex-officio 
Justices. Possibly in some _ cases 
omissions may have occurred through 
the Clerk of the Peace not being 
informed of the names and addresses of 
the ex-officio Justices. The notices should 
of course be sent to all Justices alike. 

Mr. LUTTRELL: Arising out of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s answer, I should 
like to ask whether it is not the business 
of the Clerk of the Peace to keep a record 
of all Justices, including those who are 
Justices or Chairmen of District Councils? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY : I believe that 
to be the case. 


LICENSING LAW AMENDMENT. 

Sm WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if the 
Government would be favourable to the 
appointment of a Select Committee to 
consider the Laws relating to the 


Licensing and Control of the Liquor 
Traffic with a view to their Amendment 1 
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Tae FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): In answer to the question 
of my hon. Friend I have to say that it 
is impossible that a Committee such as 
he suggests could be appointed during 
the present Session to do any effective 
work. The question, however, will of 
course be considered by the Government 
during the recess, and I shall be glad to 
give it my best attention. 


WANT OF EMPLOYMENT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. LEWIS: 1 beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
now ina position to inform the House 
whether the Select Committee on 
Distress caused by Want of Employment 
will be reappointed in the course of the 
present Session ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : My right hon. Friend the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board has, 
I believe, communicated with the Chair- 
man of the Committee which sat last 
Session, the right hon. Gentleman for the 
Stirling Burghs (Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman). He has not yet, however, 
received any reply. Iam informed that 
the right hon. Gentleman is abroad, and 
therefore there has necessarily been some 
delay. I fear that if he is unable to 
serve it will be because some four or five 
Members of the Committee have been, 
by the fortune of war, excluded 
from our deliberations, and therefore 
there is no probability of any good 
result following from the reappointment 
of the Committee. I will consider the 
matter to the best of my ability. 
[** Hear, hear !”] 


INSANITARY CONDITION 
HOUSE. 

Mr. HERMON-HODGE: I 
beg to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Commissioner of Works 
a question of which I have not been 
able to give him private notice, namely, 
whether he is aware that during the 
earlier portion of the afternoon there 
was a most horrible smell from the 
drains near the Bar of the House, and 
whether he will inquire into the cause of 
it and endeavour to put a stop to a state 
of things which is not uncommon in this 
House, and which is very prejudicial to 
the health of hon. Members. 


OF THE 
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THE FIRST COMMISSIONER OF . 
WORKS Mr. (Axkers-Dovatas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The hon. Member 
has not given me notice of the question, 
but I will make inquiries into the 
matter at once, and see what can be done. 
(“* Hear, hear ! ”) 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

*Sirr CHARLES DILKE asked 
whether the Leader of the House 
could take the Foreign Office vote 
first to-morrow, as it would be for the 
convenience of hon. Gentlemen, seeing 
that a good many questions would arise 
upon it. 

Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman could 
give the House some general statement 
as to the course of business, and would 
say when he proposed to take up the 
Irish Estimates. % 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : I think it would be inconvenient 
in some respects if the discussion on the 
Foreign Office Vote were delayed until 
alate hour. I will consider the right 
hon. Gentleman’s suggestion that the 
Vote shall be taken at an early hour, 
and I will communicate our decision on 
the point to him in the course of the 
evening, with the view to meet the 
convenience of hon. Members in all 
parts of the House. (“ Hear, hear ! ”) 
With regard to what has fallen from the 
hon. Member for Mayo, I can make no 
statement to him until we see what pro- 
gress we are making in Supply. 

Mr. DILLON asked whether it was 
proposed to take the Votes in the order in 
which they were set down on the Notice 
Paper for that day, or whether it was in- 
tended by the Government to make any 
further changes in the order of Supply. 
[“ Hear, hear !” 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: It is the intention of the 
Government to take them in the order in 
which they appear on the Paper, but, as 
I said before, there is no iron arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would indicate 
whether he would sit that night till a 
late and uncertain hour. Yesterday the 
right hon. Gentleman was understood to 
say that the House should not sit till a 
late hour, yet it did so, 
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THe FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: I am aware that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman and I do not agree in 
viewing a “late and uncertain hour ” in 
the same way. [Cheers.] I did not mean, 
and I did not think, yesterday, that we 
were going to sit so late as we were com- 
pelled to do, by circumstances well known 
to the hon. and learned Member himself. 
on and laughter}. I hope we may 

able to make good progress to-night 
without again making such undue calls 
upon the health and energies of Mem- 
bers. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 


LIMERICK ELECTION (JOHN DALY). 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
RicHarD WepsstER, Isle of Wight), in 
rising to move— 

“That John Daly, returned as a Member for 
the City of Limerick, having been adjudged 
guilty of felony and sentenced to penal servitude 
for life, and being now imprisoned under such 


sentence, is incapable of being elected or re- 
turned as a Member of this House,”’ 


said that it was unnecessary to go back 
before 1870, because by the Treason- 
Felony Act of that year, section 2, it 
was provided that any person who after 
that date was convicted of felony and 
sentenced to penal servitude, should, 
until he had served his sentence or 
received a free pardon, be disqualified 
from holding any military office or from 
being returned as a Member to Parlia- 
ment, or from sitting or voting therein. 
Hon. Members were perfectly well ac- 
quainted with the provisions of the 
section, and there was no doubt as to 
the course to be adopted. A similar 
state of circumstances arose in O’ Donovan 
Rossa’s case, when Mr. Gladstone 
brought forward a motion in the same 
terms as in the motion nuw before the 
House. The question arose again in 
the year 1875, when a similar motion 
was proposed by Mr. Disraeli; and again 
in 1882, when the motion was made by 
Sir H. James as Attorney General. He 
had, therefore, only to bring to the notice 
of the House the facts in regard to John 
Daly. On July 27, 1884, at the assizes 
at Warwick, John Daly was tried and 
convicted of treason-felony, and sentenced 
to penal servitude for life. This ap- 
peared from a paper which had been 
laid upon the Table of the House. 
Then there was a certificate from the 
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Governor of Portland Prison, which 
was also laid upon the Table of the 
House, showing that John Daly was 
now in his custody, undergoing his 
sentence. No question arose here ex- 
cept the carrying outof thelaw. By the 
law of the land, upon which he relied, 
and by the precedents of Parliament he 
submitted this motion. [‘ Hear,hear! ”] 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour) said, he didnot think that hon. 
Members would agree with the hon. 
Gentleman that this was quite so simple 
a matter as he tried to make them believe. 
In one sense the House had only to deal 
with the disqualification of a man 
returned at an election, but quite a dif- 
ferent question aroseas to the competency 
of the House and the right of the House 
to decide that question. It was quite 
true, as the hon. and learned Gentleman 
had just quoted, that a person convicted 
of felony could not sit in that House. On 
the other hand, they had a statute passed 
by the House referring this question of 
disqualification, and the question of 
examining and inquiring into the return 
to a writ to a special legal tribunal, and 
the question was whether, the House 
having transferred by statute to a judicial 
tribunal this duty, it was competent for 
the House to again exercise that juris- 
diction. If it was, where was it likely to 
lead them? He was aware that he was 
precludec by the forms of the House from 
raising an» question of the policy of 
releasing a person who had been unani- 
mously elected by the people of Limerick, 
but he would like to be permitted to say 
one word in defence of the attitude 
taken up by the electors of Limerick. 
John Daly was a citizen of their town, 
pretty well known to all shades of men. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Gentle- 
man would not be in order in comment- 
ing on that. I have nodoubt he would, 
as he proposes, deal shortly with it, but 
it would lead probably to answer and 
debate on a matter which is not relevant 
to the Motion. Therefore I must ask 
him not to enter into that topic. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said he did not 
intend to raise the question of amnesty 
and he bowed to the Speaker’s ruling, 
but he thought it was competent on the 
Motion to disqualify a particular Member 
to show that he ought not to be disquali- 
fied. 














391 Limerick Election 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have not said the 
-contrary. If the hon. Member can 
show that he is by law not disqualified, 
it is competent to enter into that ; but 
what the people of Limerick have done 
cannot affect the question. They have 
elected him ; that is admitted, but the 
ig is whether he was qualified by 

Ww. 

Mr. HARRINGTON said, that his 
object was to take exception to the pro- 
cedure in the Motion made by the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, and he thought 
the time had come to place this question 
of disqualification of a Member returned 
for any constituency upon better and 
safer grounds than at present exist. He 
was aware, of course, the Motion made 
by the hon. Gentleman was not without 
precedent. They had had similar 
motions to that in the three last cases of 
the kind that had been examined by 
the House, but every time the Motion 
was made the same Amendment which 
he had now the honour to submit to the 
House, and in practically the same 
terms, had been made, and the question 
had turned mainly on the competency 
of the House, after having delegated 
to a judicial tribunal the duty of 
examining the return to a writ, to 
again take upon itself the duty 
of examining the writ and deciding upon 
it. The Election Petitions Act, 1868, 
chap. 68, sec. 50, enacted— 


“ After the next Dissolution of Parliament 
no election or return shall be questioned except 
in accordance with the provisions of this Act.’’ 


Everybody who had listened to the 
Motion made by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman knew perfectly well that in 
the Motion he had submitted he wanted 
the House to examine the return to a 
writ made by a constituency, and there 
was undoubtedly an assumption by the 
House of interference with the juris- 
diction delegated by that Act to a 
judicial tribunal. There were two im- 
portant facts to be considered in connec- 
tion with the bearings of the section. In 
the first place the House had never, since 
the passing of the Act, at least in any 
case I have examined, interfered with 
the return to a writ except in those 
special cases of conviction for treason- 
felony. 

Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
pointed out that what the hon. and 
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learned Gentleman had been referring to 
as to the competency of the House was 
expressly decided by the House in the 
third case, the case of Mr. Davitt, whose 
name he had not intended mentioning. 
In that case it was decided that the 
House must interfere, and that it was not 
for the Election Judges to do so. 

Mr. HARRINGTON said, that his 
point was that precisely. A similar 
Amendment was made and the question 
was debated, and one of the authorities 
of the House, whom he would like to 
cite, was a right hon. Gentleman who 
geve it as his opinion that the 
House was entering upon a very 
dangerous precedent. [“ Hear, hear.”] 
The words of the right hon. Gentleman 
were— 


“There was great danger in acting as the 
Government proposed to do in the matter for 
this reason, that though the House had then on 
the Table the record of a conviction which 
showed that somebody in the yeas 1870 had 
bean convicted for treason-felony, there was 
no evidence of identity, or of the transactions 
which had taken place at the Election ;”’ 


and the right hon. Gentleman opposed 
the Motion which was then made on 
behalf of the Government. If they were 
to have the right of a person to be 
returned by a constituency to sit in the 
House determined on Party lines, the 
question ought to be submitted to a 
Select Committee of the House, and 
there ought to be an authoritative 
decision upon it. It was curious that 
the House had never questioned the 
return for a writ since the passing of the 
Act of 1867, except with regard to cases 
of treason-felony and murder ; but, more 
singularly still, the House had not con- 
sistently kept in its own hands the right 
of examining into the qualification. In 
the case of O’Donovan Rossa quite a new 
principle was introduced, because this 
was a case where there was no sentence 
of death, and where attainder did not 
follow. The House decided in that case, 
even after the Election Petition Act had 
been passed, that inasmuch as O’ Donovan 
Rossa was still undergoing a term of 
imprisonment for treason he was dis- 
qualified. But in the case of John 
Mitchell, which was debated in the 
House in 1875, a still further step was 
taken by the Government of the day ; 
Mitchell was not confined at the time of 
his election ; he had been sentenced to a 
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term of penal servitude, but had escaped 
from imprisonment, and it was contended 
that, not having purged the sentence, he 
was disqualified from sitting in the 
House. But even then some of the best 
legal authorities in the House questioned 
the action of the Government of the day, 
and an amendment similar to that which 
he had now the honour of submitting, 
opposing the Motion made on behalf of 
the Government of the day, was sub- 
mitted by the Marquess of Hartington. 
On that occasion the Leader of the 
Opposition said, that, as he understood 
the matter until the case of O’Donovan 
Rossa, there was no authority for stating 
that any offence whatever, except one 
which was of a _ capital character, 
and upon which, of course, attainder 
followed, constituted a disability for 
a seat in the House. He was not 
disputing that the question of dis- 
qualification was settled by the statute, 
but he entirely denied the wisdom or 
right of that House, having delegated 
to a competent legal authority the ques- 
tion of examining the return for a writ, 
assuming the function which had thus 
been transferred to another tribunal. 
The passing of the Act of 1870, carrying 
with it the disqualification of particular 
persons, threw upon the tribunal they 
had established the right of examining 
into such matters. If the majority of 
the House decided practically that a 
person who was disqualified from taking 
his seat in the House should sit in the 
House, they would be going in the teeth 
of the statute. It was not creditable to 
that assembly that the qualification of 
its members should rest on such a shaky 
foundation. What was the tribunal 
which was to decide? In the case of 
John Mitchell the House disqualified 
him from sitting, and when the electors 
of Tipperary returned him a second time 
the House abandoned its functions and 
did not inquire at all into the matter. 
In face of such inconsistent action would 
the Attorney-General inform them what 
was the tribunal which really had to 
settle this question? Could a Sheriff on 
a nomination disqualify the person who 
was nominated because he was a felon? 
If so he thought a Select Committee 
should be appointed by the House to 
inquire into the matter and have it so 
determined. They had now three 
tribunals examining into the question ; 
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the Sheriff might do so, the Election © 
Judges might do so, and the House of 
Commons was taking upon itself in the 
present instance the duty of doing so. 
As the question stood at the present 
time, so far from the matter being simpli- 
fied by the Act of 1870, if the House of 
Commons was to keep jurisdiction over 
it, its duty would become much more 
difficult than it was now. It was not 
creditable that a law regulating the quali- 
fication of the Members of that House 
should rest upon so doubtful a basis. 
He therefore moved to leave out all the 
words of the Motion after the word 
“that” in order to insert the following 
words :— 


“ A Select Committee be appointed to examine 
into all-the precedents as to the law of Parlia- 
ment involved in the return of John Daly for 
the city of Limerick, and to Report to the House 
the steps that ought to be taken under the cir- 
cumstances ” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
asked the Speaker, on a point of Order, 
whether, if the Amendment was nega- 
tived, it would not then be impossible to 
move any further Amendment. If the 
House decided that the words of the 
Motion do stand part of the question, 
he apprehended that it would be incom- 
petent for a Member to move any further 
Amendment, and he would therefore 
respectfully ask whether the question 
could not be put in another form? 

*Mr. SPEAKER said, that he was 
following the ordinary practice in the 
case of Resolutions when an Amend- 
ment was moved to substitute other 
words for those after the first word 
“that.” What the hon. Gentleman 
referred to, was the practice in dealing 
with the clauses of a Bill; but in the 
case of an Amendment to the Second 
Reading of a Bill, or a Resolution, the 
Amendment was put in the way he had 
just adopted. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, the course 
taken by the Attorney-General, and the 
remarks he had made, showed that he 
had not taken any trouble to advise 
himself as to the course usually followed 
by Parliament in similar circumstances. 
This was evident from the absence from 
his Motion of the operative and peculiar 
pendant that ‘ Mr. Speaker do issue his 
warrant for a new Writ.” The course 
now followed was absolutely without 
precedent, and the Motion in its present 
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form could have no operative effect what- 
ever. It was a nullity. The House had 
hitherto proceeded in a particular way in 
regard to these transactions, because a 
matter of privilege, affecting the status 
of a man who was alleged to be unworthy 
of a seat in the House, was involved. 
Take the case of the last Grand Master 
of the Orange Lodges, Mr. De Cobain, 
who was expelled from the House. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.) : 
He was never Grand Master of the 
Orange Lodges. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Grand Master 
in Ireland. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON : Never. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he was 
usually supposed to be, and boasted of 
being so. The treatment Mr. De Cobain 
received from the House was, in his 
opinion, illegal, and he protested and 
voted against it. The Motion in the 
case of Mr. De Cobain was one for expul- 
sion, because he was an unworthy Mem- 
ber ; and to go back to the days of 
Sadlier, and of other men expelled, the 
Motion was accompanied by the pendant 
that a new Writ be issued. In the case 
of Mr. Smith O’Brien, the Motion was 
made on the ground that he was attainted 
of felony, and his election was, therefore, 
held to be void. That case was followed 
by that of O’Donovan Rossa, but the 
Act of 1870 had not been passed when 
he was elected. The Motion in that 
case, as in that of John Mitchel, was of 
a different character, but it was followed 
by the pendant that a new Writ should 
issue. Then came the case of Mr. 
Michael Davitt, and the form pursued in 
that case was now followed by the 
Attorney-General with slavish ignorance. 
The Motion declared that Mr. Davitt 
“is” incapable—for the Act of 1870 had 
not passed, and Mr, Davitt could not be 
declared “ was” incapable by Statute at 
the time of election. But Mr. Daly 
was elected after the passing of the Act 
of 1870, and the precedent of Mr. Davitt 
did not apply to the present case. It was 
clear that the Motion should be that Mr. 
John Daly “was” incapable, and the 
Motion was necessarily inoperative unless 
followed by Motion to issue a new Writ. 
Here was a Motion for the first time 
founded on the Statute of 1870, but the 
Motion read “is incapable.” Further, 
there was a serious variance between the 
Return and the Motion. Mr. John Daly 
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was convicted of “treason felony,” but 
the Motion before the House declared 
the crime to be “felony.” [‘‘ Oh, oh !”] 
The right hon. Gentleman, who was so 
anxious at the time of the Parnell Com- 
mission to get John Daly’s evidence that 
he sent Mr. Soames on a special mission 
to get it, might have observed ordinary 
courtesy in speaking of Mr. Daly. He 
would call him the hon. Member for 
Limerick, and he thought they ought to 
give him the courtesy which his election 
to Parliament deserved. John Daly was 
not convicted of an offence against the 
ordinary law—(cries of “ Oh !”|—but he 
was imprisoned for an offence against 
the Act of 1848—the Treason Felony 
Act—and at least he was entitled toa 
true description of his offence, and should 
not be classed as a felon with burglars, 
garotters, and wife-beaters. The record, 
as far as he knew—for he had not a copy 
—described the offence as “ treason 
felony.” 

Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL here 
handed across the floor to Mr. T. M. 
Healy a copy of the record. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he found the 
document rather lengthy, and he would 
not read it. In 1882, it was ruled by 
the then Speaker that it would not be in 
order to discuss the merits of the case on 
such a Motion, but suppose an Amend- 
ment were moved to the effect that John 
Daly be expelled and that a new Writ 
should issue, then the whole circumstances 
of the conviction could be discussed, to- 
gether with the question whether he 
was or was not entitled to clemency. 
The question before the House was not 
one of simple legality as the Attorney- 
General had presented it, but was one 
of privilege. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman had said that the law was 
settled by the cases of Mr. Davitt and 
of Smith O’Brien. As a matter of fact, 
all that was settled by those cases was 
a particular kind of procedure, which 
procedure the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had not followed, because he had 
omitted the Motion for issuing the Writ. 
The Attorney-General had declared 
that the Government were bound by 
the Statute of 1870. He could not 
accept that view, for anyone who gave 
attention to the Statute must come to 
the conclusion that it was an Act for 
operation in a Court of Law. That 
House did not pass Statutes about its 
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procedure ; it passed Rules and Standing 
Orders. There was no Statute to regu- 
late the Procedure in the case of Mr. 
John Daly, just as there was none to 
regulate the procedure in the case of 
Mr. De Cobain. The condition in the 
Statute was that a man must be sen- 
tenced totwelve months’ imprisonment or 
more, but Mr. De Cobain was expelled 
from the House simply because a war- 
rant had been issued against him. 
Therefore expulsion from the House did 
not depend upon the contents of the 
Statute, and this Resolution ought not 
to have been founded upon it. Mr. De 
Cobain, as a matter of fact, never did 
get twelve months’ imprisonment, but 
was let off with six months. The pre- 
cedent set in the case of Mr. De Cobain 
ought to have been followed. Mr. De 
Cobain was expelled from the House 
before conviction, [The ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL : “ He was never tried.”] The 
hon. and learned Member was mistaken, 
but as it was an Irish case that was not 
to be wondered at. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, 
Partick) asked whether the hon. Mem- 
ber was in order in discussing the case 
of Mr. De Cobain. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said, that it was in 
order for the hon. Member to attempt 
to show that there was a parallel case 
to the one under consideration. The 
question of the weight to be attached to 
the parallel was not a matter of order. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY observed that it 
was a matter for the jury. The 
Motion before the House would have no 
effect on the legal status of Mr. John 
Daly, whose disability existed now. 
What would affect him and the electors 
of Limerick was the issue of a new 
Writ, and to that point the hon. 
and learned Gentleman had not ad- 
dressed himself. In previous cases a 
Motion for the issue of a new Writ 
had, he believed, always been made. 
Where now was the Motion for the issue 
of the Writ? In 1882, Sir Henry James 
put down a Motion for the issue of a 
Writ. Mr. Gladstone, in 1870, moved 
his Motion in regard to O’ Donovan Rossa, 
and put down a Motion for the issue of 
a Writ. In Mitchell’s case, Mr. Disraeli 
also put down a Motion for the issue of 
a Writ. It was left for the present 
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precedents, to omit this Motion. He 
submitted that they were entitled to 
have some light thrown upon this matter. 
At the time of Mr. Davitt’s Election for 
Meath, in 1882, another gentleman had 
been nominated with him, and Sir 
Charles Lewis, then Conservative Mem- 
ber for Derry, drew attention to the fact 
in the House of Commons. In conse 
quence of his arguments, which were 
endorsed by the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman the Member for Plymouth (Sir 
E. Clarke), Sir Henry James declared 
that as it was within the bounds of pos- 
sibility that the gentleman nominated 
with Mr. Davitt might proceed to a 
Petition, he would allow the time within 
which a petition must be presented to 
elapse before moving for the issue of a 
Writ, and that time was allowed to 
elapse. Now, together with Mr. Daly, 
Mr. Francis O’Keefe, a former Member 
of this House, was nominated for Lim- 
erick. Was it not also within the bounds 
of possibility that Mr. O’Keefe might 
proceed to a Petition, and therefore 
ought not the precedent set by Sir Henry 
James to be followed? Neither the 
Attorney-General for England, nor the 
Attorney-General for Ireland, whose 
presence in that House every Irish 
lawyer must welcome, had said one word 
upon this important point. The fact 
was that the Government had not 
approached this subject with sufficient 
learning and research. It was unfortu- 
nate for the interests of House of 
Commons procedure that these questions 
involving privilege were generally con- 
sidered in connection with the case of 
some Irish Member. When this House 
dealt with Irish Members, it was a case 
of “short shrift and a short rope.” If 
they were now dealing with the case of 
the humblest Englishman, or with the 
smallest English question, the Law 
Officers of the Crown would not hesitate 
to devote hours to the consideration of 
the matter, and to treat it as of the 
highest constitutional gravity and im- 
portance. He deplored, as a Member 
of Parliament, the rather superficial 
way in which the Attorney General 
had addressed himself to this subject. 
He hoped that in the future, when the 
hon. and learned Gentleman had to deal 
with grave matters of this kind he 
would condescend to give the House a 
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fuller exposition of its practice and of ; 
the law than he had done on the present | 
occasion. 

*ToE ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, 
it would probably be for the convenience 
of the House he should say a word at 
the present stage. It was not the first 
time that the hon. and learned Member 
for Louth had criticised both his conduct 
and his knowledge of law. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Never the hon. 
and learned Gentleman’s knowledge of 
law ; merely his conduct. 

*THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL went 
on to say that he would lay to heart the 
strictures of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, and endeavour to profit by the 
advice he had given. Now, the point 
raised was that this matter ought to be) 
left to an Election Judge. That was a 
question which had been already argued 
out. It was the subject of formal discus- 
sion in connection with Mr. Davitt’s case 
in 1882,which was, ashe had already stated, 
after the Election Petition Act was passed ; 
there was in fact no case for a petition, 
but it was the right and duty of this | 
House to declare that the return made 
to the Writ was no return at all. There- 
fore, although the hon. Gentleman was 
quite within his right in bringing for- 
ward this Amendment, there was no 
reason at all why the House should adopt 
the course of directing an inquiry which 
could lead to but one result. There 
could be no doubt at all that Mr. John 
Daly was convicted of treason felony, 
and that he was now suffering the sen- 
tence for which he was convicted. That 
fact was matter of common knowledge, 
and an inquiry in these circumstances 
would serve no reasonable purpose, and 
would be a useless waste of time. The 
hon. and learned Member for Louth had 
in the course of his observations been 
very severe on him for not moving that 
the Writ should issue. That, however, 
was not a matter for one occupying the 
position of Attorney General. Anybody 
might put that Motion down. Nobody 
knew better than the hon. and learned 
Member the rivalries that existed in 
days gone by with regard to who should 
make the Motion for the issue of Writs. 
There might be rivalry in some parts or 
sections of the House as to who should 
make the Motion. It did not appear to 
the Government that it was a question 
for them, though it was their duty to 
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see that no unreasonable delay took 
place. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the hon. 
and learned Gentleman contend that 
Daly could not be a Member of this 
House up to the moment when the Writ 
was issued ? 

*THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL re- 
plied that in his opinion Daly could not 
be a Member of this House, and was not 
a Member of this House at the present 
time. [“‘Hear,hear!”] It was an absolute 
absurdity to suggest that this House 
was not bound by the law of the land. 
It could no more declare that John Daly 


|was a Member of the House and was 


entitled to come here, than it could allow 


|a woman or child to enter its walls as a 


Member of Parliament. He was dis- 
tinctly of opinion that John Daly was 
not at this moment a Member, and could 
not be allowed to fulfil any of the func- 


tions or enjoy any of the privileges of 


a Member of this House. He was 
sure the learned Member would acquit 
him of any want of courtesy if he did 
not dwell upon the hon. Member’s per- 


sonal aspersions upon himself. He would 


lay them to heart, having sufficiently 
dealt with the various points raised by 
the hon. and learned Member. 

*Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said, that by Act of Parliament passed 
in 1868, it was declared that after the 
next Dissolution of Parliament, no 
election or return should be questioned 
except in accordance with the provisions 
of this Act, and the manner in which 
such election or return was to be ques- 
tioned was by petition. No more sweeping 
pronouncement could be conceived than 
wascontainedinthat section. Theanswer 
of the learned Attorney-General that 
this matter had been argued out before 
was no answer at all. On the contrary, 
the fact that the question had been 
argued before in the House suggested 
that there was a question and a serious 
question to argue. In truth, this matter 
could not be settled in a satisfactory 
manner except by a Select Committee 
or some other tribunal which would 
take upon itself the investigation of all 
the precedents and facts. The House had 
committed illegalities before in such 
matters as these. - Some 120 years 
ago, John Wilkes was returned to this 
House. He was returned more than once, 
and was more thanonceexpelled from the 
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House, and on one occasion his election | eldest son had succeeded to the title, and 
was declare null and void, and not only|should therefore take his place in the 
so, butthe House declared anotherperson,| House of Lords, although Viscount 
who had only a minority of votes, en-| Wolmer himself declared that he was 
titled to take the seat. A few years|his father’s eldest son, and that his 
afterwards, in 1782, a Resolution was|father was dead. There was another 
passed by the House of Commons, | illustration afforded only a few days ago. 
declaring all its previousaction illegal, and | That was the return of the two Writs 
Lord Campden, in the House of Lords, | for Monaghan, in which an error had been 
stated that the action taken in regard to| made as to the name of the hon. Member, 
Wilkes had inflicted a greater wound on | in each case the gentleman who had been 
the Constitution than anything done) returned for the one division having had 
during the whole reign of Charles I.| his name inserted in the Writ relating 
The House of Commons might pass a|to the other division and vice versd. 
Resolution expelling a Member, ordeclare| Everybody knew that one _ hon. 
that a particular person was unfit to wed be rmed had been returned for North 
in this House, but he submitted with| Monaghan and the other for South 
great deference that the House of| Monaghan, but the House was not 
Commons could not make a law and | satisfied, and actually went to the 
could not create a disqualification which | trouble of summoning from Ireland the 
did not exist, and could not prescribe | Clerk of the Crown, commanding him 
any way of avoiding an election, except | to take a walk up the floor of the House 
that which the law had laid down. Now, | and to alter the Writs in the presence of 
in 1868, Parliament undoubtedly laid| Mr. Speaker. Nor was this all. The 
down the law in regard to this matter, | two hon. Members were called upon to 
as he had stated it—namely, that this| name the Divisions for which they had 
House could not proceed to disqualify | been returned, but the House would not 
a candidate or declare an _ election| believe even the two Members them- 
void, except by way of petition. | selves, and another colleague had to get 
Therewas onefurtherargument insupport| up in his place to corroborate their 
of the Amendment of his hon. and/| statement. On the ground that there was 
learned Friend and, it wasthis : A Return| no proof of identification, and also on 
had been presented to the House of the) the further ground that they ought to 
conviction of a person named John/|settle this matter once and for all, he 
Daly, and also a second return from the| ventured to submit that the Amend- 
Governor of Portland prison declaring} ment of his hon. and learned Friend 
that a John Daly was now a prisoner in| ought to be accepted. 

thatplace. The Attorney-General smiled) Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork), 
at the suggestion that there was not’suffi-| remarked that the Attorney-General 
cient indentification. Last Session the| had himself demonstrated the futility of 
Earl of Selborne died. Everybody knew|the Motion he had moved. He had 
that Viscount Wolmer had succeeded to| told them that John Daly was not a 
his father’s title and position in the| Member of this House, therefore, the 
House of Lords, but the House of Com-| Motion did not either make a new law nor 
mons did not proceed to take action|did it enforce the existing Law. If 
without inquiry. Everybody knew that| there was any doubt, and the hon. and 
the gentleman who was then Ear! of| learned Gentleman considered that the 
Selborne was sitting in the House of} House of Commons should express its 
Commons ; there was not asingle human | opinion as to what the law was, such a 
being in England whodid not feel morally | Motion might be made. But the 
convinced that there was a person| Attorney-General was emphatic in his 
sitting in the one House who ought to| statement that the law was clear and that 
be in the other. What was done? The/| no declaration was required. On the other 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer took| hand, the law being clear, if the hon. 
the very course that was suggested by | and learned Gentleman and his Govern- 
his hon. and learned Friend now, and|ment had desired to enforce the 
moved for the appointment of a Select|law, then his conduct would have 
Committee to inquire whether the Earl|been intelligible and his Motion 
of Selborne had died, and whether his! would have been understood, because it 

| 
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might have been said it was the business 
of the House not to declare the law, 
but to enforce it. But the hon. and 
learned Gentleman did not contend that 
there was any necessity to declare the 
law, and did not take upon himself the 
duty of enforcing it, therefore, the 
Motion was a mere nullity having no 
effect, either legal or otherwise, and he 
was completely at a loss to know why 
the hon. and learned Gentleman had 
moved it. But there was both a question 
of law and of fact involved. The question | 
of fact was the identity of the person 
referred to in the Motion, and the hon. 
and learned Gentleman asked them to 
decide that without any evidence what- | 
ever. Before the House was called upon 
to resolve any question of fact, the prac- | 
tice of the House had been to require | 
that evidence of the most complete cha- 
racter should be given. In addition to 
the question of fact, which they were 
asked to solve without evidence, the | 
Attorney-General had also asked them | 
to declare their opinion on the question 
of law. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man thought the law was perfectly plain, 
but that was not so clear. That House | 
had no power to make law, and if it 
passed twenty resolutions declaring the | 
law was in a particular manner it would | 
be perfectly open to any Member to get | 
up and say that was not the law. The 
laws could only be made by the Queen, | 
Lords and Commons. The tribunal to} 
establish the law in this case should not | 
be the House of Commons, but the! 
Judges of theland. In the Bradlaugh | 
case the House of Commons came to a| 
certain conclusion, and the Courts of | 
Law held that the law laid down by that | 
House was bad and the opinion the’ 
House expressed was erroneous. Not 
only was the Resolution absolutely futile | 
in itself, but it involved the dangerous | 
practice of that House taking upon itself 
to discharge a duty for which it was not 
competent, and which the law had not | 
imposed upon it, namely, the duty of 
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| 


deciding what the law was. It would) 
be an absolute nullity to pass the) 


. . . | 
Motion ; it would neither make a new) 
nor enforce the existing law. The hon. | 
and learned Gentleman did not ask them 
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discussion of a Motion which should not 
have been made. 

*Mr. C. J. DARLING (Deptford) 
remarked that we might almost hope the 
Attorney-General would yield to the 
appeal made to him from the other side 
of the House, and as he had not seen fit 
to move that a Writ should issue for 
the election of someone else as Member 
for Limerick, he would simply leave the 
matter where it stood. It appeared to 
him that Limerick, if it was represented, 
was represented in a way that must 
commend itself to everyone on the 
Government Benches. He had not the 
least doubt that the opinion of the con- 
stituency was very well represented, 
and that at all events the electors of 
Limerick had done something to reduce 
the over-representation of Ireland, which 
had so often been complained of by the 
Unionist Party. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I rise to a point of Order. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not out of order. 

*Mr. DARLING: 


desire to say, sir. 
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I have said all I 


Question put: “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :— Ayes, 261 ; 
Noes, 85.—(Division List No. 15.) 


Main Question put. 


The House divided :-—- Ayes, 256 ; 
Noes, 74.—(Division List No. 16.) 


Resolved: That John Daly, returned 
as a Member for the City of Limerick, 
having been adjudged guilty of felony 
and sentenced to penal servitude for 
life, and being now imprisoned under 
such sentence, is incapable of being 
elected or returned as a Member of this 
House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask the 
Leader of the House how long he will 
allow this place to remain without moving 
a new writ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 








to proceed to the expulsion of a Member;| SURY : I should have thought that the 
his case was that the seat for Limerick} Motion for a new writ rested rather with 
was already vacant, and that being so, | the Party to which the disqualified person 
they were engaged in a futile and useless | belonged. 


Mr. Maurice Healy. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: DoI understand 
that the Government make no Motion ? 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : Not to-day. 


CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. 


On the Order for going into Com- 
mittee of Supply being read by the 
Clerk at the Table, 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY rose and said: I beg to move 
that Mr. James William Lowther do} 
take the Chair. [Cheers. | | 





ORDERS OF THE DAY. | 
| 


| 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr.J AMES WILLIAM LOWTHER 
(Cumberland, Penrith) was cheered by 
the Ministerialists on taking the Chair | 
for the first time as Chairman of Com- 
mittees. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 
Crass I. 


{20 Aueusr 1895} 


| prima facie evidence. 


Supply. 406 


to the Surveyors for showing on the 
public map the spots where a right-of- 
way existed. He thought it would be 
extremely important that the Ordnance 
Survey should show the rights-of-way 
wherever they existed, because this 
would be a record for all time that 
those ways existed. One other sugges- 
tion was that, as these surveys could 


/not now be introduced in a Court of Law 


as evidence on any point, an Act should 
be passed making these maps primd facie 
evidence. In the Land Commission 
|Court and the Land Judges’ Courts in 
Ireland these surveys were accepted as 
He would not go 
ithe length of making them absolute 
evidence, but they should, he thought, be 
made primd facie evidence, and be avail- 
able as such, for suitors in any Court of 
Law. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) 


‘was proceeding to call attention to a 
| grievance 


of the workmen in the 
Ordnance Survey Department in Dublin 
in regard to holidays, when the hon. 


| Member said that he found this did not 


arise upon the present Vote, and resumed 
his seat. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) inquired what steps had been 
taken by the Board of Agriculture to 
carry out the Report of the Depart- 


‘mental Committee, which pointed out 
‘that the absence of Welsh-speaking 
| officers from each of the Survey parties 


|in Wales had led to mistakes of various 


On the Vote of £119,210, to complete | 
the sum for Surveys of the United 
Kingdom, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
commended the Ordnance Survey, but 
complained that, in the case of Ireland, 
the 25-inch map was not to be completed 
till the year 1918 — probably rather 
longer than many hon. Members present 
would care to look forward to; whereas, 
in the case of England, it would be 
completed in 1910; while the Scotch 
counties would have their map completed 
in 1897. He could not sit down without 
expressing his thanks to the Ordnance 
Survey Department in Ireland for the 
manner in which they acted in the 
right-of-way case at Sutton. [* Hear, 
hear!”] They came in for some censure 
from the gentlemen whose property was 
affected ; but a debt of thanks was due 





kinds. He wished to know what steps 
had been taken to improve on that state 
of things. Ag far as he could ascertain, 
no Welsh officer accompanied any of the 
survey parties in Wales, and the conse- 
quence was that the names appeared on 
the map in an incorrect form. Wales 
was in the position of a foreign country 
in regard to language, and no survey 
would be attempted in a foreign country 
without the presence of a person ac- 
quainted with the local language. 
He hoped, not only in regard to Ireland, 
but in regard to this country, the survey 
parties would receive specific instruc- 
tions to mark on every public map every 
public right of way which appeared to 
exist. A large number of roads and 
footpaths had been closed, and when this 
step was once taken the public were 
practically shut out from their use for 
ever, 
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Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) said, that in Scotland there was 
a society which had done more for the 
maintenance of rights of way during the 
past ten or twelve years than any other 
body in the country. The society had 
had under consideration on several oc- 
casions the question of rights of way on 
the Ordnance Survey maps, and they 
came to the conclusion that in Scotland 
at least they would not like to be limited 
by the number of rights of way laid 
down at present on the maps, because it 
was felt that the authorities were not 
sufficiently accurate in laying down all 
the rights of way. He joined with pre- 
vious speakers, however, in urging that 
in the revisions of the maps the sur- 
veyors should be directed to be as care- 
ful and as particular as possible in laying 
down the rights of way on the maps. 
Three or four years ago the society in 
Scotland applied to the Ordnance Survey 
Department, asking to be furnished, for 
the purpose of their work, with copies 
of the Ordnance Survey maps in Scot- 
land, but the society was unable to ob- 
tain what they wished. He urged that 
the Department ought to be a little more 
liberal in the distribution of the maps} 
among public bodies. 

Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green) | 
asked for some declaration as to the in-| 
tentions of the Government in establish- | 
ing a Board of Agriculture in Ireland. | 
In England the Board of Agriculture | 
had been of great benefit to the agricul- 
tural interest, and there appeared to be 
no reason why a similar board should 
not be established in Ireland He also} 
joined with his hon. Friends in pressing | 
the importance of rights of way being 
mentioned on the maps, though the, 
absence to mark a right of way would 
not, of course, be conclusive evidence | 
that such a right of way did not exist. | 
He called attention to the necessity of 
also including foreshore rights, menticn- 
ing a case of grievous hardship in County 
Dublin, wherein a railway company de- 
prived the whole community of certain | 

rights of taking sand and gravel. The 
employés of the Ordnance “Department | 
were not in as good a position with re-| 
gard to pension and retiring allowances 
as servants were in some other public 
Departments. He hoped the right hon. 





Gentleman would look into the matter. 
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Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said, 
it was exceedingly difficult to get 
ordnance maps, especially in country 
villages where they were much required. 
He believed it was impossible to get 
them anywhere in Ireland except in 
Dublin, Belfast and Cork. In France, on 
the other hand, such maps could be got 
without difficulty, and he suggested that 
the right hon. Gentleman should enter 
into negotiations with the Post Office, to 
see whether it would not be possible for 
ordnance maps to be supplied at the 
post offices throughout the country, 
especially in out-of-the-way districts. 
Then the price at which they were sold 
was much dearer here than in other 
countries. In France maps could be ob- 
tained for 44d., and he submitted that 
this country ought not to be outdone in 
this matter of price. The reform he had 
suggested would be greatly appreciated 
throughout the country. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) 
urged the importance of ordnance maps 
in litigation between landlord and tenant 
in the Land Courts in Ireland. Facili- 
ties should therefore be given to 
increase their distribution and sale, 
thereby conferring a great benefit on all 
| classes in Ireland. He also called atten- 
tion in the interests of history and 
geography, to the fact that the spelling 
of Irish names on these maps was at 
present grotesque and misleading, and 
he urged that the compilers should at 


least have competent assistance to ob- 


viate errors in this respect. 
*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. WaAtrer 


Lona, Liverpool, West Derby), said, 
‘he entirely appreciated the import- 
ance of the fact that the survey 
in Ireland was in a less favour- 


able position than the survey in other 
parts of the country. He, however, had 
only been in his present office a very 
short time, and it would be indecent for 
him to criticise the work that had been 
done by the department and by his 
predecessors. At the same time, he was 
impressed with the desirability of 
quickening the survey so that the public 
might have a valuable map easily obtain- 
able at a moderate price—| “ Hear, 
hear !” |—of the locality over which they 
If he 
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he should be glad to doit. With regard 
to the survey now going on in Great 
Britain, there was a prospect of the 
work being completed at a very early 
date, and when that was done the 
money which now had to be spent 
under that head would be available 


{20 Avuausr 1895} 





for allotment to other survey work. 
The whole question was one of ex-| 
pense. The Treasury would, naturally, 
resist 


expression of opinion on the part 
of the House that the expenditure 
was necessary in the public interest. 
He hoped he might be able to quicken 
the survey in Ireland by devoting to it 
a portion of the expenditure which was 
about to fall in, or by some re-arrange- 
ment to which he should give careful 
attention. With reference to the sug- 
gestion that the maps should be made 
legal evidence that was a matter which 
did not fall within his province, but he 


could mention the subject, which was, | 


no doubt, important, to the Attorney 
General. Considering the heavy expense 
and the value of these maps they could 
not attach too much importance to 
them. As to footpaths, they were in 
almost all cases produced on the maps, 
but mere temporary footways made by 
men on the way to work for a time were 
not shown, as after the work was finished 
the paths disappeared. He should see 
that this matter received proper atten- 
tion. The hon. Member for Flint 
referred to the difficulty of Welsh 
names. Maps of Wales issued subse- 
quent to 1893 had been submitted to 
Welsh scholars for revision and correction 
before publication. An hon. Member had 
made a similar complaint with regard to 
Ireland, but there the difficulty was not 
so great as there was no such curious 
admixture of letters in Irish names as 


name appeared on the map wrongly spelt 
there was a danger that the old name 
would be lost, which was not a desirable 
thing. 


any attempt to increase the| 
expenditure, unless there was a clear 
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the names, and, no doubt, this would 
meet the requirements of the hon. 
Member. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said, he had 
no objection to the present arrangement 
of Welsh scholars looking over the maps, 
but what was recommended by the De- 


|partmental Committee was, that the 


survey party should be accompanied by 
a person speaking Welsh. That had not 
yet been carried out. He asked whether 
that suggestion, which he regarded as 
most important, would be carried out. 
*Mr. LONG said, that with regard to 
Welsh and Irish names, their object was 
to produce as accurate a map as they 
could, and if the change suggested could 
be carried out, he would see that it was 
done. With regard to a Board of Agri- 
culture in Ireland, that was not in his 
province, and did not fall within the 
Vote. Legislation would be required. 
With regard to foreshores, that also 
was not a matter that he could deal 
with, but he should bear it in mind. 
The hon. Member for West Islington 
referred to the difficulty of getting 
these maps in different parts of the 
country, and in the villages especially, 
and he made the suggestion that the 
Post Offices should keep these maps. 
With regard to the cheapening of the 
cost of the map, efforts had already been 
made in that direction, and the difficulty 
was that the cheapening of the price of 
the map had not resulted in the increased 
demand for it which alone would justify it. 

Mr. LOUGH: What is the lowest 
price ? 

*Mr. LONG said he was afraid he 
could not say offhand. If the cheap- 
ening were accompanied by an organised 
diffusion, a market might be gained ; 
but unless something could be done in 
that way, the cheapening could not be 





| carried out. 
they met with in Welsh names. If a) 


He did not know whether 
there was any other point to which he 


ought to have made a reply, but he 
,would be glad to give any further 
|information in his power. 
It was suggested that a Welsh-| desire was to take care that the Survey 


His great 


speaking person should go with the| Department should do its work efficiently. 


survey, and he should consider whether 
this system could not be adopted in 
Ireland as well. [An hon. Member: 
“ And in the Highlands?”] Yes, and in 
the Highlands. An assistant speaking 
Welsh and accompanying the survey 
could satisfy himself of the accuracy of 





On the whole he thought the Depart- 
ment did its work admirably, and was 
admitted universally to be superior to 
that of any other country. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 





said, that questions of foreshore and rights 
of way were entirely outside the province 
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of the hydrographer. He could not 
decide legal rights and it would be quite 
impossible to give any legal authority to 
the maps. The survey appeared to cost 
over £200,000 a year and the appro- 
priations in aid came to about £6,000, 
or just about the cost of the paper and ink 
used in the preparation of the maps. He 
could not find any appropriation in 
aid in respect of the sum received for 
the sale of the maps, except that to 
the Irish Land Commissioner, about 
£4,000; and he would like to know 
where the proceeds were accounted for 
and what were the arrangements made 
for the sale of the maps. Did Her 
Majesty’s Government receive the pro- 
ceeds or did someone else? If Her 
Majesty’s Government received them, 
where were they accounted for ? Wasthere 
anything in the nature of a monopoly 
which limited the sale? He would be 
glad to know what were the arrange- 
ments under which the very large sale 
of those maps was carried out ? 

*Caprain BETHELL (York, E. R., 
Holderness) called attention to the fact 
that in making the survey no notice was 
taken of the erosion of the coast by the 
sea which took place very much 
on the East Ceast. He suggested 
that from time to time marks might be 
placed along the coast in order that the 
erosion of the shore might be properly 
marked. 

*Mr. LONG said, there was no doubt 
a difficulty with regard to the sale of the 
maps in consequence of there being only 
one agent. It had been suggested that the 
system should be altered when the con- 
tract expired, but it did not expire for 
rather more than a year. The Depart- 
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and unless that amount was increased it 
would be impossible to increase the 
expenditure. At the same time they 
would do all they could to produce a 
good and efficient map. 

*Caprain BETHELL said, it was merely 
a question of putting up marks. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pointed out 
that the sum of £4,000 received from 
the Land Court in Ireland was appro- 
| priated in aid of this Vote, but the larger 
{sum of £14,000 for England was put 
into the Stationery Vote. Surely that 
was very inconvenient. It seemed to 
him that one rule should be followed. 
Why should the Stationery Department 
have the proceeds of the sale of maps? 

*Toe SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston), 
said that a question was put by the hon. 
Member for North Louth, with regard to 
the votes generally. He should cer- 
tainly do everything he covid to make 
the votes as intelligible as possible to 
the House. There were already foot- 
notes to each vote to show how far the 
| particular service was met by the vote. 
|As to the point raised by the hon. 
|Member for King’s Lynn, the present 
|Estimates were not prepared by the 
present Government, and he was not 
quite sure on what principle the pro- 
| ceeds of sale were in some cases credited 
to this Vote, and in others to the Sta- 
tionery Vote. The hon. Member for the 
Northern Division of the County of 
Dublin, complained of the insufficiency 
of the holiday allowed to labourers in 
the Phenix Park. The hon. Gentleman 
assumed that they were employed by the 
Board of Works, but, if that was so, the 
question did not arise on this Vote. It 
was complained also that the assistants 
employed in the Ordnance Survey were 











ment had at the present time under con- | not treated in the same way as regarded 
sideration a proposal by which that! pensions as those regularly employed. 
difficulty would be obviated. With regard | That policy was considered in 1870, and 
to the proceeds of sale his hon. Friend | it was found that the system of having 
would find at the bottom of page 52 a| permanent assistants was not a good one. 
note to the effect that— |Their salaries and wages were based 


“The proceeds of the sale of maps, estimated | 
to amount to £14,000 for the year 1895-6, are | 
appropriated in aid of the vote for stationery 
and printing.” 


entirely on the idea that they were not 
earning a pension, and were higher in 
proportion than they would be if pension 
tights were attached. The suggestion 





that the ordnance maps should be sold 
With regard to the suggestion of his | at post offices appeared to be one for 
hon. Friend the Member for Holderness, | consideration when the arrangements for 
he could only say that he must be sale of these maps was under Division B. 
governed by the amount given to him, But many of the sub-postmasters in the 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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country received small pay, and they 
might be unwilling to undertake that 
extra duty without extra remuneration. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
District) wished to recur to the point 
raised by the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, namely, that the agency for 
the sale of ordnance maps was a 
monopoly. He should like to know 
whether there was any stipulation 
in the contract as to the prices that 
should be charged to the public for 
copies of the maps. As to the sale of 
them by local postmasters, they might 
charge the same commissions local book- 
sellers charged, but it would not make 
any material addition to their incomes, 
as so few maps would be required. But 
besides having permission to sell maps, 
local postmasters might be required to 
keep for reference maps for the area 
served by each post-office, making a small 
charge to each person requiring to consult 
them. The tithe commutation maps 
could be examined for a shilling, but 
that was too high a fee to charge for re- 
ferring to maps the sheets of which 
could be bought at 2s. 6d. each. 
Accuracy in the spelling of Welsh names 
could not be secured by simply sub- 
mitting them to Welsh scholars, who, in 
many cases could not have the necessary 
local knowledge; and, therefore, he 
asked the President of the Board of 
Agriculture to acquiesce in the sugges- 
tion that each company of surveyors 
should be accompanied by a Welsh-speak- 
ing officer, so that the spelling of local 
names might be assured by communica- 
tion with local residents. It was impossible 
that Englishmen could properly set down 
Welsh names on official maps, and it was 
of the highest importance that they should 
beaccurate, seeing that they were accepted 
as primd facie evidence in Courts of 
Justice. 

*Mr. LONG said, he had already stated, 
in answer to the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, that at present there was only one 
agent in England for the sale of ordnance 
maps. There was a second in Edin- 
burgh, and a third in Dublin. When a 
Departmental Committee inquired into 
the question they reported that there 
was not suflicient evidence to justify an 
alteration of the existing system until 
the contracts expired, as he believed they 
would do next year. 
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Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will it 


expire for Ireland next year? 

*Mr. LONG could not say offhand, 
but he believed it would do so; and the 
Department had under consideration the 
possibility of improving the system by 
having more than one agent. He would 
consider the suggestion that the sur- 
veyors in Wales should be accompanied 
by Welsh-speaking officers, but it could 
not be determined upon without con- 
sulting- the head of the Department, and 
ascertaining what the expense would be. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness) said, he 
hoped that when the Secretary to the 
Treasury next submitted Estimates he 
would frame them on some plan which 
would make it possible to understand 
them. Some years ago, when the new 
system of Appropriation Accounts was in- 
troduced by the then Conservative 
Government, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for India in the late 
Government strongly opposed the new 
system as a constitutional innovation. 
But, in spite of the indignation then 
manifested by Front Bench men, they 
had adopted the system they so strongly 
opposed; and now we had another 
muddle which made it impossible to 
understand this Vote. The Stationery 
Office supplied a certain number of 
things to the Survey Department and 
took credit for them. The Survey 
Department bought special papers, inks 
and instruments for map-making. He 
was astonished that the late Goverment, 
after protesting so strongly against this 
system, which madeitalmost impossible to 
compare the expenditure of one year with 
that of another, should in their last Esti- 
mates so far muddle and confuse matters. 
Whilst all other public departments ob- 
tained maps free, the Irish Land 

Court was charged £4,000 for them. 
The Admiralty accounts and the Station- 
ery accounts were muddled by the 
transactions between them ; and it was 
altogether as glorious a muddle as it could 
be. He hoped that, now the Liberal 
Leaders had given up their strong 
opinions with regard to the unconstitu- 
tional character of these Appropriation 
Accounts, and the House was practi- 
cally agreed they should be continued, 
steps would be taken to improve the 
Estimates so as to let the Committee 
know in every case what it was they were 
asked to vote, and so enable them to 
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compare one year with another, which 
it was impossible to do at present. The 
Secretary to the Treasury had been a 
keen critic on both sides of the House ; 
all these were old stories to him ; and it 
was to be hoped he would present the | 
next Estimates in such a form that they 
could be comprehended, understood, and 
made the basis of comparison. 

Mr. LOUGH said, that with regard 
to the ten years’ printing contracts, he 
wished to make a suggestion to the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury. He believed the 
contracts expired at the end of 1896. A 
Committee would be appointed early 
next year to consider matters connected 
with these contracts, and especially those 
ten years’ contracts to which general 
distaste had arisen. He suggested that 
the Committee might inquire into the 
distribution of ordnance maps, and make 
suggestions on that subject too. The 
Committee would provide very con- 
venient machinery for securing the 
benefits which the present and former 
Secretary to the Treasury sought to 
secure. His own suggestion about the 
sale of maps at post offices while kindly 
received generally had met with some 
objection. The new Secretary to the 
Treasury had soon become imbued with 
the bad traditions of his office, and had 
spoiled all the friendliness of his prede- 
cessor’s attitude on the subject. He had 
dragged in the question of cost, which 
was what the Treasury were always 
dragging in. They pursued “a penny 
wise and pound foolish” policy. The 
distribution of ordnance maps by the 
post offices would not only cost nothing 
but be a source of revenue. A small 
commission would encourage the postal 
officials to sell them. This commission 
would be taken into account in fixing 
their salaries, and economy would be 
effected. With regard, however, to the 
exhibition of maps in post offices for the 
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purpose of reference, he thought it better 
that they should be exhibited in public 
libraries or other loca] institutions. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE reminded the 
hon. Member that parish maps were 
already on view at country post offices. 
If ordnance maps were exhibited at 
country post offices no inconvenience 
would arise ; on the contrary, they would 
have the effect of attracting custom. He 
thought the suggestion that they should 


right hon. Gentleman the 
| Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 





Dr. Clark. 
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be exhibited at post offices was reason- 
able and moderate. 

Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bigh, W.) acknowledged the sympathetic 
spirit the President of the Board of 
Agriculture had shown as to the appoint-. 
ment of Welsh-speaking inspectors in 
connection with the Board in Wales. 
This was a subject in which the greatest 
interest was taken in Wales. The Welsh 
language was not difficult;to learn, and 
was the most musical language in the 
world. He contended that those who 
were engaged in the preparation of 
ordnance maps for Wales should have a 


thorough knowledge of the Welsh 
language. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £12,240 to complete 
the sum for Harbours in the United 
Kingdom and Lighthouses abroad under 
the Board of Trade, 


Dr. CLARK referred to the mainten- 
ance of Holyhead harbour, and thought 
it should be left to the London and 
North-Western Railway Company, for 
whose benefit, chiefly, it existed. At 
present the Company received a small 
subsidy from the Government towards 
the maintenance of the harbour. But if 
the Company maintained the harbour, they 
would maintain it and do so morecheaply. 
He understood that the Company were 
willing to buy or rent the harbour. If 
they were they should’ be allowed to do 
so. The maintenance of the pier and 
harbour this year cost £1,150, but year 
after year £3,000 was asked for to repair 
and maintain the old wooden pier. What 
purpose did the pier serve that the tax- 
payers of the country should have to 
pay £3,000 a year for it. A better ar- 
rangementshould be made, too, for the pay- 
ment of the salary of the harbour master. 
He wished to draw the attention of the 
Financial 


Preston) to these points, and to ascer- 
tain from him what the views of the 
new Government were with regard to 
them; and whether the Government 
were prepared to give the Committee 
any information in relation to them. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
there was a good deal in the point 




















417 Supply. 
which had been made by the hon. Mem- 
ber who had just spoken, that the 
Government were spending some £7,000 
a year on Holyhead Harbour for the 
benefit of the passenger traffic of the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company. The money which the har- 
bour had cost to construct ought to have 
come out of the capital of the Company. 
It could not be just that the Govern- 
ment should spend all this money every 
year for the benefit of a railway com- 
pany, when not a single harbour of 
refuge existed on the whole of the Welsh 
coast for the protection of the fishermen. 
He could not understand why this large 
annual payment should be made for the 
maintenance of a rotten wooden pier. 
He hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would agree to send an engineer belong- 
ing to the Harbour Department to 
investigate the matter upon the spot. 

*THeE PRESIDENT or tute BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Ritcnir, Croy- 
don) said, that of course hon. Members 
would understand that he had some 
difficulty in answering these questions, 
seeing that he had taken office so 
recently, and that he had not been in 
the last Parliament, while those hon. 
Members who took an interest in these 
subjects had doubtless paid some atten- 
tion to them. The hon. Member for 
Caithness (Dr. Clark) and the hon. 
Member who had just sat down (Mr. 
Lloyd-George) had referred to Holyhead 
Harbour, which they maintained was 
kept up at the expense of the country 
for the benefit of the passenger traffic 
of the London and North Western Rail- 
way Company. He understood that the 
railway company paid a substantial rent 
for the use of the harbour, and the 
harbour must be kept up, even if the 
company did not use it. With regard 
to the cost of maintaining the wooden 
pier, he himself thought that it might 
be advisable to replace that pier by a 
permanent structure. As to the case of 
the harbour master, it was said that he 
received a salary of £350 per annum in 
addition to a pension of £370. He 
must point out, however, that the har- 
bour master had very important duties 
to perform, and that he had earned his 
pension by long service in the Navy. 
He was satisfied that hon. Members 
would not desire that the harbour 
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master should be deprived of his well- 
earned pension. He had no doubt 
that if there had been anything im- 
proper in the transaction, the eagle eye 
of the Financial Secretary to the Trea- 
sury (Mr. Hanbury) would have been 
directed to it, and that he would have 
called attention to it. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said, that the 
right hon. Gentleman had called atten- 
tion to the matter. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, that most likely 
the right hon. Gentleman had had fur- 
ther opportunities of inquiring into the 
question since he had taken office. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that he 
did not think that it was fair that the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Trade should have been 
put up to answer these questions, seeing 
that it was impossible that he could give 
the Committee any information with re- 
gard to them. He declined to believe 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, 
was going to change his views with 
regard to this harbour master now he 
had got into office. He was quite sure 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
adhere to the views he had professed on 
the subject when he was out of office. 
In all sincerity he maintained that the 
right hon. Gentleman was bound, now he 
was in office, to do his best to get rid of 
an abuse which he had previously de- 
nounced when out of office, and he 
believed that the right hon. Gentleman 
would do so. He therefore suggested 
that the matter should be left in the 
hands of the right hon. Gentleman, who 
would doubtless give it his attention 
during the autumn recess and be pre- 
pared to deal with it next Session. He 
however could not accept the suggestion 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, that the 
right hon. Gentleman, now he had 
attained office, was justified in setting 
aside the views he had entertained on 
the subject when he was out of office. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.) said, that he certainly sympa- 
thised with the observations of the hon. 
Member who had just sat down. The 
right hon. gentleman the President of 
the Board of Trade had volunteered the 
somewhat important statement that the 
London and North Western Railway 
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Company paid a substantial rent for the 
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use of Holyhead Harbour. He found 
that that harbour had cost no less a sum 
than £1,300,000, and therefore a sub- 
stantial rent upon such an expenditure 
ought to amount to some thousands a 
year. On looking through the Estimates, 
he could only find, under the head of 
“ Appropriation in Aid,” that a sum of 
£2,500 per annum was received for 
harbour dues, which certainly was not 
rent, and therefore he assumed that the 
rent paid by the Company did not 
appear under that head. He should like 
to know where the right hon. Gentleman 
got his information from, how much the 
rent amounted to and where it was 
brought into account. 

Mr. LOUGH said that he was sorry 
to differ from any of his hon. Friends, 
but he must protest against any idea of 
Holyhead Harbour being sold. It would 
be jumping out of the frying pan into 
the fire to dispose of that splendid 
and necessary harbour to any railway 
company. While he would like the 
scandal on the Estimates to be dealt 
with, he thought it could be better done 
by securing that sufficient rent should 
be paid to cover the expenses. He and 
his hon. Friends were not asking the 
Treasury to spend, but to save some- 
thing. Why should Holyhead be different 
from Harwich and hundreds of harbours 
round the coast in being maintained at 
such expense to the public funds? The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn might 
leave the defence of the Estimates to his 
two right hon. Friends on the Treasury 
Bench. Heretofore the hon. Member 
had criticised the Estimates, and if he 
were going to abandon his position of 
sturdy opposition to defend the Secretary 
to the Treasury, who was well able to 
take care of himself, many people would 
be much disappointed. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS hoped 
that the Board of Trade would send 
someone soon to look into the harbours 
of refuge on the Welsh coast, and would 
do it before the Board of Trade Vote 
came on, so that a more definite answer 
on the subject could be then given. 

Sir A. B. FORWOOD (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) said, that this question of 
Holyhead Harbour had been dealt with 
under an entire misapprehension of the 
facts. The harbour was not built for 


Mr. Arthur O’Connor. 
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the London and North Western Rail- 
way, or for communication with Ireland, 
but as a harbour of refuge for the pro- 
tection of the shipping industry on the 
west coast. Until it was built the 
shipping in the Irish Channel was much 
exposed. The harbour was used more 
largely by the shipping than by the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company, and even more largely still by 
the City of Dublin Steam Packet Com- 
pany, which was entirely independent of 
the Railway. There ought to be a 
difference made between the cost of the 
inner harbour and the very costly works 
at the breakwater. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS urged, 
in disagreement with his hon. Friends, 
that Holyhead Harbour should be 
further extended and improved ; and he 
had no doubt that the benefit to the 
mercantile marine generally would amply 
compensate for any expense incurred. 
That question had been brought forward 
again and again, and he regretted that, 
so far, the Government had not seen 
their way to effect improvements in this 
valuable harbour. Except Holyhead, 
there was not a single harbour on that 
coast into which a boat drawing more 
than eight feet of water could enter at low 
water. He supported the plea for better 
protection to the fishing industry. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, that the question 
of improvements in the harbour was now 
under consideration ; and, as a matter of 
fact, all the points to which the hon. 
Member for the Flint Boroughs had 
alluded had been referred to Messrs. 
Hawkshaw and Hayter, who were to 
inquire and report to the Board of 
Trade. He was sorry that he could not 
answer the questions raised by the hon. 
Member for East Donegal, but before 
the Report stage he would be in a 
position to give full details. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR said 
that, if the Government was in receipt 
of a substantial rent for the harbour 
from the Railway Company, that pay- 
ment was not shown in the Appropriations 
in Aid. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, that he thought 
he used the word “considerable,” and 
not ‘‘substantial.” But, in any case, he 
could not admit that the basis on which 
the hon. Gentleman calculated a con- 
siderable rent was a right basis. The 
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question of the rent paid by the London 
and North Western Railway for their 
accommodation had hardly anything to 
do with the question of the expense of 
Holyhead. It was a mere incident that 
the railway went there at all; and the 
expense of the harbour would be practi- 
cally the same if the railway did not go 
there. The Company did pay a con- 
siderable rent, and he would give the 
details at a later stage, but the hon. 
Gentleman would excuse him for not 
being altogether prepared at the moment 
with an answer on that difficult question. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR said, 
that the right hon. Gentleman was the 
President of the Board of Trade, and 
did not speak with irresponsible frivolity. 
It was the right hon. Gentleman’s busi- 
ness to know these matters. The fact 
remained that the Government, being in 
receipt of this rent, had not shown it in 
terms on the face of the estimate. The 
Appropriations in Aid were detailed. 
They comprised Harbour Dues and 
Casual Receipts, and under neither of 
these heads could this “considerable 
rent ” be included. There was no form 
of language on the face of these Estimates 


which by any interpretation would lead 


the Committee to suppose that this 
“considerable rent,” of which the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke, was received. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY said, that 
a few months ago the Government 
entered into an important contract 
greatly improving the carriage of the 
Trish Mails, and he understood that, as 
a consequence, improvements in the 
harbour were under consideration. 
Could not the Government arrange, 
when an improvement of this kind was 
made, that some better means should be 
devised for transferring the mails from 
the train to the steamer? This trans- 
fer, both at Holyhead and Kingstown, 
was as bad as could be imagined. It 
was effected merely by the means of 
porters between the vessel and the train. 
This method occupied a much greater 
time than was necessary in these days. 
He had frequently brought the matter 
before the Post Office, and the late Post- 
master General had answered him sympa- 
thetically, though he had made no 
definite promises. Could not the Mails 
be transferred bodily in a truck from 
the train to the ship, or be packed in 
crates ready for removal ? 
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Dr. CLARK said, the principle laid 
down and accepted by the House was, 
that if any officer who had a superannua- 
tion allowance took any office again 
under Government, while he held that 
office the superannuation pay should 
cease. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary to the Treasury would 
see that that principle was carried out, 
and that no future appointments should 
be made of any officer with superannua- 
tion allowance except on the understand- 
ing that during the time he held the 
appointment the superannuation allow- 
ance should cease. With regard to the 
question of the-lighthouses on the Baha- 
mas, the Falkland Islands, Cape Pem- 
broke, Cape Spartel in Morocco, etc., we 
still kept on spending a large amount of 
money on these lights, and on a most 
elaborate system of inspection. There 
were 11 lighthouses kept up in this way, 
at a cost of about £5,000, and the 
inspection cost about £14,000 a year. 
He pointed out that we wanted lights 
round our own coasts; there were a 
large number of places, in the north 
especially, in which lights were required 
more than in the Bahamas. In his own 
county the Northern Lights Committee 
were very anxious to have a lighthouse 
on the coast, where, during the present 
year, a ship had run ashore in a fog. In 
the Orkney Islands, further north, and 
on the west coast of Scotland, lighting 
was very much needed. He did not see 
why the cost of these lighthouses on the 
Bahamas should not be paid by the local 
Governments there, or why the tax- 
payers of this country should maintain a 
system of lights for the benefit of a few 
white men and half-castes in the West 
Indies. 

Sirk A. B. FORWOOD pointed out, 
in reference to the suggestion that no 
future appointment should be made of 
any officer receiving a superannuation 
allowance except on the understanding 
that while he held the appointment the 
superannuation allowance should cease, 
that a naval officer when he entered the 
service entered into a contract by which, 
when he arrived at a given age he was 
bound to retire. He was not bound to 
retire by reason of disqualification for 
want of health, but in order to afford 
scope for the flow of promotion. He 
was entitled to a pension, no matter 
what other arrangements he might make 
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subsequently for hisemployment. With) a different matter altogether. The Board 
regard to the question of the Bahama’ of Trade had taken steps for some years 
Lighthouses, Dr. Clark clearly showed | past to increase the lighting in the North 
that he did not understand the subject. of Scotland: 
The hon. Member imagined that these 
lights were maintained for the benefit of | On the return of the Chairman after 
the inhabitants of the islands ; while the | the usual interval, 
fact was that they were maintained for 
the benefit of the commerce of the) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
civilised world. There was no more head) said, he had one fault to find with 
difficult or dangerous part to navigate the estimate for the Bahama Lighthouses, 
than the Bahamas and surrounding and that was that the inspector and 
islands, they being directly in the track | chief o‘ficer, cogether with the staff, were 
not of the West Indian trade but of the paid far too little. Such onerous duties 
trade of the great American ports, such | as they had to discharge in such an un- 
as New Orleans and Mexico, and the healthy climate would warrant this 
lights were required for the protection of country paying them far greater wages 
the commerce and shipping which found | than those actually given to them. The 
its way to these ports. Every civilised) Bahama Islands had about the most un- 
nation recognised that it was its duty to| healthy climate of any place on the face 
light its own coasts. The United States | of the earth. He had had in his time 
Government did so, and did not levy a) sorrowful experience of the Bahamas. 
sixpence on any vessel for that purpose. They were surrounded by coral reefs, 
British ships went up and down the) with four or seven feet of water on the 
United States coasts, and had the ad-|top of them. Therefore, there should 
vantage of these lights without contribut-| be plenty of lighthouses there to prevent 
ing anything. Now, the Bahamas| vessels going to pieces on the dangerous 
belonged to this country, and if we coast. ‘This estimate did not at all com- 
claimed to be a civilised country the least | pensate the men who were there looking 
we could: do was to light these outlying | after those guardians of the deep, the 
rocks which were a danger to navigation. | lighthouses. He therefore thought the 
British shipping he thought ought not! hon. Member for Caithness was a little 
to be charged with this ‘duty, because | eccentric in directing attention to the 
these lights did not exist for the benefit | Bahama Lighthouses, because of all 
of the Mercantile Shipping of the/ places they stood in need of being well 
United Kingdom alone. They existed | lighted from north to south. He sup- 
for the benefit of the shipping of the ported the estimate entirely—for it would 
whole world ; and they were required as} not be in order to move an increase of 
much for the purposes of the Navy, as| salary to the officers—and he hoped his 
for those of the Mercantile Marine. | hon. Friend would withdraw his objection. 
Mr. J. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8S.) said,|The Bahama Islands demanded the best 
he had before pointed out to the hon. lighting that human ingenuity, civilisa- 
Member for Caithness, the position | tion and engineering could provide. 
of these lights, and if the Committee) Dr. CLARK said, the eloquence of 
had not already heard the perpetual! the preceding speakers had not con- 
remarks of the right hon. Member'| verted him in the slightest degree. He 
opposite he should have had to do so| remained an impenitent sinner. They 
again. These lights were absolutely! were asked to pay out of the Imperial 
necessary to British commerce. The} Exchequer and the taxation of the 
islands were extremely poor and could| United Kingdom a large sum for a 
not bear the cost, many of them being|number of lighthouses in one of our 
mere sand banks or coral reefs. The’ colonies. 
lighthouses were kept in good condition,| Mr. ALLAN: It is not a colony at 
and he believed the money was very jall. It is a dependency. 
well spent. The complaints received} Dr. CLARK went on to say that he 
were rather that not enough money was| did not want to shut out the lighthouses. 
spent upon the lights. As to our own | He only wanted to change the burden 
local lights, the money came out of the|of the cost from the ratepayers of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund, and that was| United Kingdom to the people benefited 


Sir A. B. Forwood. | 
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by them. Round our own coasts, in 
Australia, in South Africa, in Crown 
Colonies, as well as self-governing colonies, 
there were lighthouses erected and main- 
tained at their own cost, and many of 
them belonged to poor and weak colonies, 
and unhealthy colonies to boot. And 
why should the Bahamas be favoured 
more than these? Why should the 
lighthouses in this particular colony be 
exempted, seeing we had no control 
whatever over the expenditure of the 
money 4 

*Mr. RITCHIE observed that he took 
upon himself the entire responsibility for 
this vote. It was admitted on all hands 
that this was one of the most dangerous 
navigations it was possible to conceive. 
The lights in question were mainly used 
by British ships. He maintained that 
an expenditure of this kind, if it had the 
effect of benefiting British ships and 
saving British lives, was an expenditure 
to which no party in the country would 
object. [‘ Hear, hear!”] It was true 
the lights were beneficial to the Colony, 
but the Colony could not pay for them, 
and the greater advantage was reaped 
by British ships. They were, indeed, to 
a very great extent, for the protection of 
British industry and British lives, and, 
such being the case, he was sure the hon. 
Member would not object to the com- 
paratively small sum they were now 
asking the House of Commons to pay. 
[“ Hear, hear ! ” 

Mr. W. ALLAN would like to say a 
word or two by way of reply to the hon. 
Member for Caithness. He himself had 
sailed through every one of these islands, 
and he knew the dangers of the particular 
coast perhaps better than any gentleman 
in the House. The trade from Mexico, 
Mobile, and the West Coast of Florida— 
which was developing a large wood trade 
—came through the Bahamas. He did 
not know any part of the world which 
was more dangerous—note ven Bermuda 


with its circle of reefs was more danger- | 
in which the work was being proceeded 


ous than the Bahamas. They could not 
get a penny out of the people of the 
people of the Bahamas, for they were 
poor negroes. The Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty, whom he saw present, could 
tell the Comimictee something about one 
of the Bahamas. The hon. Member for 
Caithness was a little out of centre in 
calling attention to this vote. The 
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money granted for the purpose of fur- 
nishing these lights was not nearly 
enough. It was British shipping that 
was protected, and not the poor negroes 
who were running about the islands half 
naked. Was it to be said that Britain 
should not go on paying for the lighting 
of such a dangerous coast when it was 
clear that the poor negroes who inhabited 
the islands could not pay for it? He 
considered the raising of a discussion 
such as that upon this vote was a mere 
waste of time. 

Mr. J. KENYON (Lancashire, Bury) 
should support the vote simply on the 
ground of common humanity. He should 
do so in order that British vessels, as 
well as those of every other nationality, 
might go with safety near these light- 
houses. He believed the lighthouses in 
the United Kingdom were well looked 
after, and he saw no reason for behaving 
shabbily in votes of this kind. The hon. 
Member for Gateshead, who had had 
great experience of the Bahamas, had 
told them of the dangers of navigation 
in this region. They ought to uphold 
the honour of their flag and keep the 
lighthouses in connection with it in 
proper order. If they had lighthouses 
with the Union Jack floating over them, 
let them either be kept in a proper state 
of efficiency, or, in default, handed over 
to someone else. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Motion 


“That a sum, not exceeding £16,200, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1896, for constructing a 
new Harbour of Refuge at Peterhead,” 


Dr. CLARK was afraid he should 
have to move a reduction of the Vote, 
and also press his Motion to a Division, 
unless he could get a satisfactory answer. 
He complained of the dilatory manner 


with, pointing out that last year only 
about two-thirds of the money voted by 
the House for the purpose of developing 
the harbour, was expended. The original 
estimate for the entire work was about 
£750,000, and if they got off with an 
expenditure of about £250,000 more 
they would get out of it cheaply. The 
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local people had complained about the 
method in which the engineer was carry- 
ing out the work, contending that they 
were losing the benefit of Peterhead as a 
fishing harbour. They had advocated 
certain changes which it had been 
understood would be carried out in 
order to give them that protection to 
their industry which was necessary, but 
the changes suggested had not been 
effected. This question came before the 
Public Accounts Committee some little 
time ago and an explanation was offered 
as to why one-third of the money had 
not been spent. The investigation of 
that Committee resulted in some curious 
information being disclosed as to the 
methods of the Admiralty. It showed, 
for instance, that they had a system of 
keeping accounts by which thousands of 
pounds worth of material could disappear 
and nobody know anything about it. 
They had got an engineer-in-chief who 
was, he believed, more properly a con- 
sulting engineer—to whom they paid 
£800 a year. Then they had a resident 
engineer at £750 a year, to whom they 
gave an assistant. In moving a reduc- 
tion of the vote by £100 for the engineer, 
he did not know whether it would come 
off the engineer-in-chief or the resident 
engineer. The excuse of the engineer, 
who was questioned on the subject, for 
not spending the money, was that he 
could not get a crane. They had got a 
large number of crane builders all over 
the country who would have been glad 
to have got an order from the engineer- 
in-chief, and because of the fact that 
there was no crane a sum of £6,500 
which should have been spent on the 
works, was not so spent. When they 
came to the question of stores, the in- 
vestigations of the Committee, to whose 
Report he referred hon. Members, showed 
that several hundreds of pounds worth 
of stores had disappeared, a matter as to 
which the Controller or Auditor-General 
was unable to give any explanation. 
The contractors and engineers were 
allowed to do just as they thought right. 
There was no proper control, and thou- 
sands of pounds worth of stores dis- 
appeared. He moved to reduce Item B, 
in respect to the salary of the engineer, 
by £100, in the hope theCommittee would 
be informed who was to blame for the 
present condition of affairs. 
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Mr. W. ALLAN said the harbour 
works at Peterhead were of great dimen- 
sions and importance. When it was 
completed there would be no harbour 
like it on the East Coast. But the 
making of a harbour of such a character 
was a purely engineering matter attended 
by very grave difficulties and dangers. 
The engineer-in-chief, the gentleman who 
planned the whole affair, was exposed 
to what might be called the war of the 
elements. On the East Coast, in the 
neighbourhood of Sunderland and the 
mouth of the Tyne he had seen huge 
blocks of concrete swept away in a night, 
and therefore he thought it was absurd 
for people at Peterhead to be dissatisfied 
with the progress of the harbour works 
there. The Peterheadians knew nothing 
about the work. The engineer proceeded 
as quickly as the elements allowed him, 
and it was paltry to move to reduce his 
salary by £100. Why reduce the engi- 
neer’s salary by £100? He would not do 
such a thing ; he was too much of an engi- 
neer for that. It was said stores were 
missing. He had seen a 50-ton crane 
carried away in a gale of wind. They 
could not account for the loss of stores 
under such circumstances. He _ hoped 
the Committee would look at the matter 
from a broad standpoint. He was sorry 
there were no more of such harbours and 
breakwaters on our coast, and therefore 
he appealed to the hon. Member for 
Caithness to withdraw his Amendment. 

Tue CIVIL LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) hoped the hon. 
Member for Caithness would respond to 
the appeal of the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Gateshead. He regretted 
the hon. Member had not given him 
notice of the Question he intended to 
raise. 

Dr. CLARK said that the question 
was raised in the last Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
said, he was expressing regret the hon. 
Member had not called his attention to 
the point he intended to raise in order 
that he might have had further imfor- 
mation. The hon. Member began his 
statement by saying that there was the 
belief in some people’s minds that 
the time for the execution of these 
works was being wilfully prolonged, and 





Dr. Clark. 
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also that the Committee might consider 
themselves lucky if the estimate was 
exceeded by less than a quarter of a 
million sterling. He was happy to be 
able to assure the hon. Member that 
there was no foundation for those state- 
ments. The works were being pushed 
on as fast as the circumstances of the 
case would allow, and there was no 
reason to suppose that the estimate 
would be at all exceeded. He would, 
however, look into the matter, so as to be 
able to give the hon. Gentleman fuller 
information another year. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) joined in the appeal to the 
hon. Member for Caithness to withdraw 
the Amendment. The master of the 
situation was the Secretary to the 
Treasury, who he thought had expressed 
an opinion in favour of an increased 
annual expenditure in the work at 
Peterhead. Now that the right hon. 
Gentleman held the purse strings he 
might perhaps be able to give effect to 
his wishes. The hon. Member for 
Caithness alluded to a matter for which 
he seemed to wish to make him (Mr. E. 
Robertson) more directly responsible 
than the hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken, viz. a question which was 
brought to the notice of the Public 
Accounts Committee during the last 
Session. The report was never brought 
to his notice, and therefore he could 
not be expected to attempt any explana- 
tion. He had no doubt the hon. 
Gentleman who was now in charge of 
the Vote, would give attention to the 
subject, and would afford the explana- 
tions that were proper. Personally he 
could not see it was at all fair to reduce 
the salaries of the engineers. Those 
salaries were matters of bargain. The 
resident engineer was required to devote 
his whole time to the work. Having 
put that restriction upon his professional 
work,jit would hardly be fair to cut down 
his salary. 

Dr. CLARK said, it was true that on 
all past occasions this Vote was taken 
charge of by the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, but on interviewing the present 
Secretary to the Treasury on the subject 
he was informed by the right hon. 
Gentleman that an answer to his ques- 
tion would be given by the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty. The Civil Lord com- 
plained that notice of the question had 
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not been given. That was because he 
(Dr. Clark) had not had time to put an 
amendment on the paper, owing to the 
manner in which the Address was rushed 
through that morning with the aid of 
the Closure. The Civil Lord and the 
ex-Civil Lord say they had no informa- 
tion on the subject. His attention was 
called to it by the Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee. Here were works 
under the control of the Admiralty in 
connection with which stores to the value 
of £2,000, including £500 worth of 
cement, disappeared. 

Mr. ALLAN : The cement was washed 
away. 

Dr. CLARK said the cement was not 
washed away. The story was that a 
ship with a cargo of cement, intended 
for the works, foundered, and: that the 
cement was lost; and what he wanted 
to arrrive at was, who was responsible 
for the loss—was it the Government or 
the contractor? It was not known 
whether the cement was the property of 
the Government, and if it were the 
Government’s property, whether the ship 
had been insured. 

Sir A. B. FORWOOD : Let me tell 
the hon. Member that the Government 
never insure. 

Dr. CLARK said that in any case 
the Government ought to be told whether 
the cement was the contractor’s or the 
Government’s—whether it was ordered 
by the Government or ordered by the 
contractor. The Public Accounts Com- 
mitttee tried to get the information, but 
failed. He congratulated the Civil 
Lord on his hopefulness. But he thought 
that when the hon. Gentleman was an 
older Member he would not be so ready 
to indulge in prophecies as to what 
would take place in regard to Votes. 

THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order. 
The hon. Member having moved a 
Motion in regard to a particular item 
must confine his remarks to the discus- 
sion of that item. He cannot discuss 
the entire Vote. 

Dr. CLARK said he would not pursue 
the point further. He would withdraw 
the Amendment, but would raise the 
matter again on Report, when he hoped 
the Civil Lord would be able to give 
some information on the point. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote for £121,525, the amount 
required to complete the charge for rates 
and contributions in lieu of rates in 
respect to Government property, and for 
rates on houses occupied by the repre- 
sentatives of Foreign Powers, and by 
the salaries and expenses of the Rating 
of Government Property Department, 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.), said, the Vote raised the important 
question of the non-rating of Govern- 
ment property, because, although it in- 
cluded contributions in lieu of rates, 
rating of Government buildings, practi- 
cally, did not exist at all. The Vote 
was-headed “ Rating,” therefore, only on 
the principle of lwcus a non lucendo, 
yet both London and the provinces were 
greatly interested, for the Government 
had its buildings in every quarter of 
the Kingdom. It had its post offices, its 
telegraph offices, its Custom houses, and 
its Inland Revenue offices, &c., all of which 
wereexemptfrom local rates, thus making 
heavier the burdens of local authorities 
which had to maintain in a proper con- 
dition the towns and districts in which 
those buildings were situated. He 
thought the distinction that thus existed 
between private property owners and 
occupiers, whose rates were assessed by 
the Assessment Committees, and who 
were under a legal obligation to pay 
those rates, and the Government, as the 
owner of property which was not as- 
sessed at all, which was under no legal 
obligation to pay rates,and which claimed 
to be its own valuer for its voluntary 
contributions in lieu of rates, was a dis- 
tinction wholly unjustifiable, and most 
unfair to the local authorities. He had 
heard a great deal lately about the 
burden of local rates. To a great extent 
those complaints were true, but he 
would point out that in rating Govern- 
ment property they had a possible source 
of revenue in aid of local taxation 
amounting to some hundreds of thousands 
of pounds per annum, and that if they 
only took care that all property bore— 
as it ought to bear—its fair proportion 
of local taxation, the burden of the rate- 
payers would be largely relieved. He 
also frequently heard it said that pergo- 
nal property ought to take its share in 
local taxation. In the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill there was a Statute re- 
newed annually which excluded personal 


{COMMONS} 








Supply. 432 


property from local rating, and it only 
required a stroke of the pen to omit that 
Statute from the Schedule of the Bill 
in order to place all property under the 
obligation to contribute to local rates. 
He had moved for a return of all the 
Government property in the United 
Kingdom, and of the sums the Govern- 
ment contributed voluntarily on their 
own assessment in lieu of rates on this 
property, and he wished to know when 
that return might be expected. This 
was not yet presented to the House, 
and therefore he would not move 
any Amendment now, but he gave 
notice that early next Session he would 
take the opportunity of ascertaining the 
sense of the House on the subject. 
He was not blaming the late Govern- 
ment. He acknowledged that they had 
increased the contribution this year by 
£48,000, and he could only regret that 
in his constituency, where complaints 
were made of the exemption from rating 
of the prisons, the increase was only £20, 
Locally this was felt to be a great 
grievance, and a source of’ (oss to the 
local authority of many hundreds a year. 
That seemed a small proportion of the 
whole increase; but in making the 
increase the late Government had shown 
some public spirit. Buthe wished toassure 
the Secretary to the Treasury that there 
was only one principle which could 
satisfy the local authorities, and that 
was the ending of the exemption of the 
Goverment property from rating, whether 
by custom or by statute. Government 
property must also be assessed by an 
independent authority. What could 
the House think of the principle which 
allowed every man to be his own valuer 
for rating purposes? Whatever principle 
applied to the individual ought to apply to 
the community as a whole, represented by 
the Government. He invited his right 
hon. Friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury, whose advocacy of these 
points in the past had been so useful, to 
give a favourable consideration to the 
question between now and next Session. 
The return moved for by the hon. 
Member for Bethnal Green (Mr. 
Pickersgill) ought to be brought up 
to date, and he hoped that the Govern- 
ment would allow that as an unopposed 
return. The House would then have a 
Return from London and from the pro- 
vinces, which would show that the latter 
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had a much larger interest in this 
question than was supposed. 

*Mr. LOUGH said, that the House 
was indebted to the hon. Member for 
the many occasions on which he had 
called attention to this important sub- 
ject. But he attached even more 
importance to it than the hon. 
Gentleman, and, unless he could get a 
satisfactory answer from the Government 
on certain essential points, he should, 
later on, be compelled to move an 
Amendment. This question had been 
discussed long enough ; and a settlement 
ought now to be made. He _ hoped 
their contention would not be met by 
the statement that the Estimates were 
framed by one Government and were 
being defended by another. This was 
one of those cases in which the two 
Front Benches were against the House. 
The matter was put very badly on the 
Estimate—indeed, as if the object of the 
framers was to conceal, and not to give 
information as to the amount of the 
contribution. He noticed that Ireland 
had to pay twice as much as Scotland 
for this Government contribution to 
rates, though Scotland was twice as rich 
as Ireland. Why should Scotland get 
off with £20,000, as against the £40,000 
paid by Ireland? Again, the increase 
in the contribution was, in Scotland, 
£4,000, and in Ireland, £8,000. Why 
was that? As to the Treasury Valuer 
and Inspector of Rates, it was a very 
bad practice to have a valuer who was 
interested in the matter to settle the 
assessment. As to the item “ Rates 
and contributions in lieu of rates,” how 
much was in respect of London property, 
and how much in respect of property 
outside London? London paid one- 
seventh of the whole local taxation of 
the country ; therefore, a substantial 
part of the total contribution should be 
given to the London Iccal authorities. 
For Admiralty property £61,000 a year 
was paid. The new Admiralty buildings 
in London cost £500,000, and, at 4 per 
cent., ought alone to pay £20,000, while 
the old Admiralty buildings were worth 
£1,000,000. The Customs contributed 
£4,600 a year. The Custom House in 
Thames Street ought itself to pay much 
more than £4,600 ; and yet this sum 
covered the contribution for Custom 
Houses all over the country. For Public 
Buildings, Law Courts, Parks, &c., 
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£70,000 a year was contributed The 
London Law Courts covered 74 acres 
of ground, and should themselves con- 
tribute more than the total sum. And 
was anything really paid for the Royal 
Parks? Was it quite honest to 
include them in the Estimate? In 
respect of each of these items—making 
up the £312,000—the House ought to 
know how much was contributed in 
respect of London, and how much in 
respect of property outside London. 
They were between two stools in this 
matter. One principle was to exempt 
Government property altogether from 
rating; and another principle was to 
make Government property pay just like 
the property of public authorities all over 
the country ; and in the long run one of 
the two principles would have to be 
selected. He feared that we had gone 
too far now to accept the principle that 
Government property should be exempt, 
and therefore the other principle must 
be accepted. Government property, 
moreover, must be submitted to an 
independent assessment authority. But 
how far were we from that state of 
things? Somerset House was valued at 
£6,400. The mere frontage on the 
Strand was worth much more than that. 
The post offices and police stations all 
over London were contributing only a 
nominal sum to the local authorities, and 
they ought to contribute in proportion 
to their full value. The London County 
Council had to do that, in respect of its 
property. It was a central authority 
in a very similar position to that of the 
Government, and it had tried to pursue 
the same course as the Government. 
But, after carrying the question to the 
House of Lords, the County Council had 
been condemned to pay fully on all its 
parks. Brockwell Park, which had been 
recently acquired by the County Council, 
was formerly 135 acres of agricultural 
land, valued each year at about £140. 
The Council paid £140,000 for the park, 
and immediately the local authority 
insisted on being paid rates on this 
£140,000. The recent decision of the 
House of Lords would compel the 
Council to pay £3,000 or £4,000 a 
year to the rates in respect of this 
park. The Council had 3,300 acres of 
parks in London—nearly as great as 
the extent of the Royal Parks, and 
all were rated by the local authorities. 
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If it were just that theCouncilshould pay 
rates, why not the Government also? 
The County Council had also erected 
main drainage works on waste land out- 
side the boundary of London at the cost 
of £47,000. The local authorities com- 
pelled the County Council to pay 3 per 


cent. per annum as a contribution to the | 


rates. All fire brigade stations over 
London were rated fully to the local 
authorities. It therefore seemed to him 
that it was time the question should be 
settled, and he appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman to grant a Committee to take 
into consideration the whole subject. 

Mr. W. F. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster) said that the constituency which 
he represented was greatly interested in 
this question. Somerset House and the 
Law Courts were situated in his con- 
stituency, and, though he admitted that 
the assessment paid by these buildings 
this year had been increased, it was not 
what the Assessment Committees of the 
district expected. Last Session, when 
the late Secretary to the Treasury dealt 
with this question, he hoped that the 
Committee of the Strand district would 
be satisfied with the increase made. 
The Committee expressed some satisfac- 
tion at the increase, but he had since 
received a communication which led 
him to suppose that the Assessment 
Committee of the district would not be 
satisfied until the principle had been 
recognised by the Treasury that the 
Assessment Committees should be 
allowed to propose the assessment, and 
then that the Government should make 
the objection as in the case of the 
ordinary ratepayer. 

Mr. B. COHEN (Islington, E.) agreed 
with the speech of the hon. Member for 
South Islington, though it was not 
reasonable to expect that all the grievances 
complained of should be redressed in 
the short time the Government had 
been in office. He looked forward to 
the recognition of the principle that the 
Government should be subject to the 
same rules and regulations as in the case 
of other private property. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) 
took a different view of this question 
from the London Members. Govern- 
ment property was different in character 
from private property. Take for instance 
the erection of a post office ; if it was to 
be erected in Glasgow, Liverpool or 
Mr, Lough. 
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Manchester, the local authorities gene- 
rally wished to see the building erected 
ona valuable site and costly in character. 
If this was to be done out of the Imperial 
Funds the authorities could hardly expect 
that an ornamental building should be 
erected on the same principle as a factory, 
That was an element in the case 
which must be taken into consideration. 
They got these parks for nothing, and 
they also got their police buildings and 
their police stations provided for them, 
whereas in Manchester, Birmingham, 
Glasgow, and the other great towns, 
they had to be provided by the local 
authorities. They were getting all this 
in London, and yet they complained that 
they did not get enough. They required 
to consider these point-, and then it 
would be found that the matter was not 
so easy. They were matters which re- 
quired to be gone into very carefully. 
Then they had museums. The rest of 
the United Kingdom would .be glad to 
have these things. ‘They would be glad 
to have them more spread over the 
country, and not concentrated in London. 
These things should not be concentrated 
in London, but should be given, some of 
them, to Scotland and Ireland. What 
advantage had they in the British 
Museum and South Kensington? He 
mentioned these things merely to show 
that there were two sides to this question, 
and that before they considered that 
Government Buildings were to be treated 
the same as private property, they must 
look at the great advantage which 
localities like London derived from hav- 
ing these large Government buildings in 
their midst. On the whole, he did not 
think that London had any cause to 
grumble. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he was afraid 
that it was not possible for him, from 
the information he had at present, to 
answer the hon. Member opposite as to 
the exact figures in the matter of rates 
between London and _ the provinces. 
With regard to the general question of 
the rating of Government property, it 
had passed through three stages. Up to 
1874, the Government only contributed 
to the Poor Rate in parishes where there 
was a certain amount of Government 
property, but in that year a change took 
place, and it was decided that Govern- 
ment property should pay rates in exactly 
| the same way as if the property was in 
| 
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private hands. That had been the general 
principle. Then it was said that such 
might be the principle, but, as a matter 
of fact, the full rates were not paid, as 
the Government kept its own Valuer. 
That was the real point at issue. He 
did not propose to express any final 
opinion upon this question of a Govern- 
ment Valuer, but he should like to call 
attention to the fact that Government 
property was in a different position from 
private property. It would be very 
difficult indeed for an ordinary local 
valuer to value property which was often 
of a very varied type. This property 
was scattered all over the country, and 
they would have different assessments in 
different districts. 


Treasury Valuer, whose principle of 
valuation would be the same throughout 
the whole country. 


There was a great | 
deal to be said in favour of having a/| 


Another point | 
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they considered fair and just. The 
valuation in the case of the Law Courts 
were fixed by Statute, and was quite out- 
side the purview of the Treasury 
Valuer. Another class of buildings 
were represented by the British Museum 
and National Gallery. Even when 
buildings were occupied by private socie- 
ties for purposes of science and art, 
they were exempt by statute from 
rating, but the Government did not ask 
to have them exempt, but simply to have 
them put on a little lower scale than if 
they were in the hands of an ordinary 
individual. In regard to Somerset 
House, the County Council had enun- 
ciated excessive ideas. On the lines 
suggested, the valuation of the whole of 
Somerset House would be about £70,000, 
while the whole valuation of the rateable 


value in the rest of the same parish of 


raised was that the Government were | 
affecting the Provinces just as much as 


| London, and he would remind London 


paying their rates on a low valuation 
made in 1874—in fact that there ought 
to be a quinquennial valuation. 


He 


thought there was a good deal to be said | 


for that. Whenever applications were 


made to the Treasury for revalua- 
tion, the cases were very few in 
which they were not acceded to. 


Some of the arguments of the Member 
for South Islington were old ones in con- 
nection with the subject. He referred 
to the case of the County Council for 
London, who had complained repeatedly 
that the valuation of Government pro- 
perty in London was very much below 
the mark. But he would remind hon. 
Members that the County Council had 
no locus standi in this matter. He 
would give one or two instances to show 
that the estimate of the loss by the 
present valuation of Government pro- 
perty in London was very high. In the 
case of the Treasury and large Foreign 
Office buildings, a very important block, 


[“ Hear, hear!”]—the local authorities , 


of St. Margaret and St. John, West- 
minster, wrote on February 14, saying 


that they agreed to the valuation, which 


St. Mary-le-Strand was only £36,000. 
This question was one of large extent, 


Members of a fact which would hardly 
make the provincial Members back up 
the case of the London Members with 
regard to the contribution by Govern- 
ment to the rates in London, and that 
fact was that previously to the time when 
the Government contributed towards the 
rates of the Metropolis it was thought 
that London should contribute largely to 
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. Now 
the Government were paying rates on 
their property and were also paying 
£10,000 a year towards the Fire Bri- 
gade. Speaking as a provincial Member, 
he was not clear that, if this question of 
rating was to be gone into, and if London 
Members pressed for the rating of 
Government property in London by the 
Local Authorities and not by the Gov- 
ernment Inspector, this might not work 
some injustice in the Provinces, because 
they would not have the same skilled 
valuation all through the country, and 
because of this additional fact, that 
London was at the present time receiving 
£10,000 for its Fire Brigade over and 
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above the contribution in lieu of rates, 
which satisfied the authorities solely 
concerned. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 

Mr. J. STUART (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) said, the reply of the Minister had 
raised somewhat larger issues than the 
Debate, because the contributions of the 
Government through the rates on its own 
property had been brought by him into 
contrast with other Government contri- 
butions. All these considerations were 
but parts of one great question. It would 
be found that London was more largely 
interested than any other part of the 
country, and that the Government did 
not contribute so much in proportion to 
the rateable value of the Metropolis as 
was generally supposed. It was thought 
that even under the existing law there 
ought to be more frequent re-valuationsof 
Government property and that a large 
portion yet could be easily valued upon 
ordinary principles, although there were 
exceptional instances, such as that of the 
building in which Parliament met. The 
assessment authorities were primarily 
interested ; the London County Council 
were largely interested ; but those who 
were most concerned were the ratepayers 
in any district where there was Govern- 
ment property occupying, as it did in some 
instances, a very large portion of the 
administrative area of the local authority, 
and thus reducing the contribution that 
would otherwise be received from ordin- 
ary ratepayers. The case was not met 
by saying that the Government property 
brought employment, because, where it 
did so, it did not in that respect surpass 
what would be done by large works in 
private hands, whilst the burdens placed 
on the locality were the same. These 
arguments were accepted by the hon. 
Gentleman, who no doubt would take 
steps, as his predecessor had done, to raise 
the valuations of Government property 
in London where they were insufficient. 
The hon. Gentleman had endeavoured, in 
the case of London, to palliate the evil by 
referring to certain per contra contribu- 
tions which were given by the Treasury. 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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*Mr. HANBURY : I did not speak of 
them as per contra at all. I said our 
contention was that we paid our fair 
share of the rates and that we paid the 
£10,000 a year in addition. 

Mr. STUART continued that if you 
looked at all the relations of London 
and the Central Government, the ques- 
tion was an extremely complicated one, 
and the contribution to the Fire Brigade 
would appear to be a very minor matter. 
He had previously pointed out that all 
the questions raised in connection with 
Exchequer contributions and the rating 
of Government property ought to be 
considered together and dealt with as a 
whole. He hoped the hon. Gentleman, 
who had shewn a grasp of the whole 
subject, would consent to appoint a de- 
partmental Committee to make a com- 
plete investigation and a full statement, 
embracing parks, police superannuation, 
Fire Brigade and everything else, so that 
in future they might be saved the repe- 
tition of these Debates, in which attempts 
were made to balance one thing by 
setting off another, without realising 
either the complete relation of the 
Exchequer to London or the position of 
London as compared with other places. 
A comprehensive Report of the nature 
suggested would be accepted with grati- 
fication by London Members on both 
sides of the House. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
said, they were all willing to make 
allowance for the fact that the Secretary 
to the Treasury had been suddenly called 
upon to take charge of the Department, 
and could not be expected to give all the 
explanations that might otherwise be 
expected from him. But he would ask 
the hon. Gentleman whether he could 
give any idea of the principle upon which 
Government property in Ireland was 
assessed ? Local authorities in various 
localities were dissatisfied with the con- 
tributions they received, and felt that the 
Government did not bear its fair share 
of local taxation. In the case of landed 
property he would ask what system of 





























441 Supply. 


valuation was adopted? The Govern- 
ment had acquired for gunnery practice, 
almost the fee simple of a large area of 
land in the County of Cork ; and the 
local authorities were anxious to 
know what proportion of the local 
burdens the Government would bear 
in respect of this area. As a 
ratepayer, he would be glad to hear 
roughly on what principle local burdens 
were borne by Government property. 
The general opinion was that Govern- 
ment property was not taxed half as 
heavily as the property of private 
individuals. 

*Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars) pointed out that the Imperial 
Government handed over to Scotland 
£25,000 in lieu of rates, while £41,000 
was paid to Ireland. When next year 
the House had before it a return showing 
the valuation of Government property, 
and what was paid in lieu of rates to the 
local authorities, they would see the real 
bearings of the case, and there would be 
less disposition to seek for grievances in 
different constituencies. 

*Captain BETHELL did not see 
why public buildings should not be 
assessed in the ordinary way on the 
principle that the Secretary to the 
Treasury used to vindicate before he 
was in office, as one which was not at 
all novel. 

Dr. KENNY said, Government pro- 
perty in Dublin was much under-rated 
as compared with similar property in 
London, and the fact was a source of 
great local dissatisfaction. Besides the 
fact that Government property in Lon- 
don was rated higher, a contribution of 
£10,000 a year was made by the Govern- 
ment to the cost of the Metropolitan 
Fire Brigade. No contribution was 
made to the Fire Brigade in Dublin, a 
much poorer city, and where the Fire 
Brigade was much in need of reconstruc- 
tion. Either the valuation of Govern- 
ment property in Dublin should be 
revised, or there should be a rate in aid 
of the Fire Brigade. 


{20 Avausr 1895} 








Supply. 442 


Dr. CLARK said that, when the 
claim that had been put forward on 
behalf of London by the hon. Member 
came to be analysed and examined he 
did not think that it was very well 
founded. The hon. Gentleman com- 
plained that the Royal Parks and 
pleasure grounds of London were not 
sufficiently provided for. But the fact 
was that the country paid enormous 
sums for the maintenance of these parks 
and pleasure grounds, and for the erec- 
tion and maintenance of the public 
buildings in the Metropolis. Manchester, 
Liverpool, and the other large towns of 
England, Ireland, and Scotland paid 
large sums annually for the maintenance 
of their own public parks and pleasure 
grounds, whereas London expected all 
the expenditure on those objects to be 
provided for by the State. The result 
of yielding to the demand that public 
buildings should pay rates, would be to 
put large sums of money into the pockets 
of a few ground landlords in three or four 
small parishes in London. It was for 
the benefit of those gentlemen that this 
assault was made upon the public purse 
year by year. He hoped that the right 
hon. Gentleman would consent to the 
appointment of a Select Committee to 
inquire into this matter, in which event 
he was satisfied that not the slightest 
case would be made out in favour of the 
claim that was put forward. The noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
had found himself unable to agree with 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission which had sat to consider the 
question. The noble Marquess was in 
favour of the Government property being 
rated upon its capital value. The result 
would be that in certain parishes one- 
half or two-thirds of the rates would be 
paid by the State greatly to the benefit 
of a few ground landlords in the Metro- 
polis. The fact was, that London was 
as much a spoiled child of the Treasury 
as Ireland was. Ireland had always 
been a spoiled child of the Treasury, 
and a very wideawake one too, and her 
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representatives stood together as one 
man with the object of squeezing the 
Treasury as much as they could, al- 
though he was not quite sure that Ireland 
really benefited by that course being 
adopted. It was just the same as re- 
garded grants in aid of local expenditure. 
Thus, whereas Scotland only received 
£70,000 for that purpose, Ireland re- 
ceived £140,000, although England, 
which was far the most populous country, 
only received £170,000. He did not 
think that that could be called a real 
Irish grievance. At another period of 
the Session he should have been inclined 
to have divided the Committee on the 
item of £10,000 for the Metropolitan 
Fire Brigade. He thought that there 
was much to be said against the present 
mode of putting down appropriations 
in aid. 

*Mr. HANBURY said that, with 
regard to the proportion of rates paid in 
London and in the Provinces, as a 
matter of fact London received a good 
deal more than a quarter of the whole 
amount. With regard to the question 
of the hon. Member for Dublin as to 
a re-valuation in Ireland, hon. Members 
from Ireland were perfectly entitled to 
ask that, if there was a re-valuation of 
Government property in England, there 
should also be a re-valuation in Ireland. 
As to what the hon. Member had said 
with regard to the valuation of Govern- 
ment property in Dublin being low as 
compared with that in London, of course 
the best guarantee the Government could 
give that the valuations should be rela- 
tively the same in both cities was to have a 
Government Inspector in both cases. 
He should be rather inclined to think 
that if a system were adopted whereby 
the Government Inspector were abolished, 
the differences would be much greater 
in the future than they were at present. 

Dr. KENNY said his point was that 
the valuations in Ireland were lower 
than those in England, and totally in- 
adequate. They were very old, and had 
not been revised for years. The valu- 


Dr. Clark. 
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ation of Dublin Castle at £4,000 was 
absurdly low. 

Mr. FLYNN said that the opinion 
was strongly held in Ireland that the 
greater portion of Government property 
in that county was held at a very low 
valuation indeed. He should be very 
glad to know what steps the Govern- 
ment proposed to take with regard toa 
re-valuation. Did they intend to call in 
the Government Valuer? It was quite 
obvious that the Government official 
might follow precedent in the matter, 
and might apply the measurement that 
he found had already been applied to 
Government property. A large body of 
qualified opinion showed that the Govern- 
ment buildings in Cork, military 
barracks, military hospitals, and so on, 
were very largely undervalued. There 
was one item he would like to 
have some explanation about, and 
that was the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. 
He was not speaking as a Metropolitan 
Member, but as a representative of that 
portion of the United Kingdom which 
lay outside London. He asked for 
what reason there should be a grant levied 
upon the general taxes of the country 
for the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. He 
was aware that a system prevailed in 
London which did not prevail in the 
provinces, whereby the fire insurance 
offices were compelled to pay a contri- 
bution, but why the general taxpayer 
should be called upon for this purpose 
he could not understand. In Cork they 
had to find money for the Fire Brigade 
out of their own rates, and why, he 
asked, should not London do the same ? 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he had already 
explained that this contribution to the 
Metropolitan Fire Brigade was a grant 
made under the provisions of an Act of 
Parliament of some 30 years ago, and as 
he had already said, it wae a grant made 
at the time when the Government pro- 
perty did not pay anything like a fair 
contribution towards the rates. Of course 
he was not called upon at the present 
moment either to condemn or justify this 
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special expenditure, but simply to give 
all the information in regard to it of | 
which he was possessed. | 

Mr. STUART pointed out that) 
again they were raising a very wide) 
question. London; only got a contri-| 
bution of four-ninths for its police, | 
whereas the rest of the country got a_ 
contribution of one-half. He submitted | 
that an {inquiry into the whole matter | 
was necessary. 

Mr. FLYNN said, the right hon. 
Gentleman had contented himself with 
saying merely that he found this amount 
in the Estimates. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he had pointed 
out that it was made under an Act of 
Parliament. 

Mr. FLYNN said, they objected to 
the contribution on principle. The 
right hon. Gentleman might have 
auswered that there was a large amount 
of Government property in London, but 
that would not be a sufficient reason for 
him. The present system was one which 
differentiated in favour of the most 
wealthy Metropolis in the world. 

Mr. LOUGH thanked the right hon. 
Gentleman for the conciliatory way in 
which he had answered a large number 
of questions put to him. He had gone 
the full length of the principle that hehim- 
self contended for, but would he carry out 
the principle that Goverment property 
should be rated as other property was? 
The right hon. Gentleman had claimed 
that his own assessors should make the 
re-valuation, but that would not be carry- 
ing out ‘the principle he had accepted. 
The difficulty in which they were placed 
was expressed by the hon. Member for 
East Islington, who stated that right 
hon. Gentlemen on the Government 
Bench had not worked long enough for 
him to press the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury on the question. But the right hon. 
Gentlemen had been able to think out 
the matter during the past three years, 
and had had more leisure and time to 
think it out than the Members of the late 
Government. All that they asked for 
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was a clear and distinct statement from 
the right hon. Gentleman to the effect 
that he was prepared to go the length of 
the speeches which he had made on the 
subject in the House. The First Lord 
of the Admiralty had during the past 
three or four months spoken on the ques- 
tion at several County Council meetings 
in London, and when the right hon. 
Gentleman entered the House just now 
he thought that he had come with the 
intention of supporting the proposal 
which had been submitted. What they 
wanted was an acceptance of the prin- 
ciple laid down in a clear and explicit 
manner. The case of Ireland had been 
strongly put by two or three hon. Mem- 
bers, who showed that the same griev- 
ance existed in Ireland asin London and 
elsewhere, for they had heard complaints 
from Cork, Dublin, and other places in 
Ireland, of police barracks and other 
Government property being greatly under- 
valued. He saw no reason whatever 
why the principle they urged should not 
be frankly adopted by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman. Although unwilling to press the 
matter to a Division, yet he must take his 
stand with his hon. Friend the Member for 
Shoreditch in asking the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to grant a Committee to place the 
matter on a proper basis once for all. 
His hon. Friend had a promise from the 
late Government that such a Committee 
should be granted. If the right hon. 
Gentleman desired to base himself on the 
position taken by the late Government, 
then he ought to promise a Committee. 
Considering the gravity of the subject, 
especially so far as London was con- 
cerned, he did not think he could go 
further than press the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to grant the Comittee in accor- 
dance with the Treasury Minute. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that on the 
17th of August, 1892, Sir John Hibbert, 
the late Secretary to the Treasury, said, 
in answer to a question, that having 
taken into account all the circumstances 
of the case where there was a small 
valuation of Government property, he 
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was prepared to bring in a Bill to place 
Government property in the same posi- 
tion as other property. When the right 
hon. Gentleman was asked whether that 
answer applied to the three countries, he 
replied in the affirmative. He quite 
agreed that it was a difficult thing to 
value places like the House of Commons, 
or the India Office, or the War Office, 
because they could not be compared with 
other buildings. Reference had been 
made to a Bill which had been promised 
to deal with small Government buildings, 
which he presumed to be in the nature 
of storehouses ; but why not leave to the 
local authority the duty of rating build- 
ings of that character, and giving the 
Government the same power of appeal 
as was given to the ordinary taxpayer. 
Even then the Government would be in 
an advantageous position in the matter. 
The system by which the Government 
property in Ireland was valued was dif- 
ferent from the usual course. It was not 
valued by the proper rating authority, 
but a Government valuer was sent over 
from London to do the work. The right 
hon. Gentleman, from the speeches he 
had made, had evidently formed inde- 
pendent views on the matter, and when 
he saw the appointment of the right 
hon. Gentleman to the office he held, he 
at once said that a better man could not 
have been found to fill it. The right 
hon. Gentleman had formed his opinions 
as an independent Member of Parlia- 
ment, and what they expected was, that 
he would now endeavour to carry out the 
views he had thus expressed. He quite 
agreed with what the hon. Member for 
Shoreditch had said—that it was not 
possible to take up this great ques- 
tion and deal with it piecemeal. 
The question of the valuation of Govern- 
ment property was one that ought to be 
dealt with comprehensively. Of course 
if the London Members were given the 
chance they would band themselves 
together like cormorants to oppose the 
interests of the rest of the Kingdom. 
The permanent officials of the Treasury 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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were, of course, all Cockneys, who 
thought that the world began and ended 
with London. 

*Mr. HANBURY presumed that all 
that Sir John Hibbert meant by the 
promise which had been referred to was 
that he would give the effect of law by 
a Bill to the concession already made by 
the Treasury minute, which recognised 
that Government property should be 
rated in the same way as private pro- 
perty was rated in similar circumstances. 
It was not Sir John Hibbert’s intention 
to do away with the Government inspec- 
tor. He thought himself that there was 
a good deal to be said for the retention 
of the Government inspector, it being 
desirable that the same system of Govern- 
ment valuation should prevail throughout 
the Kingdom. The Government recog- 
nised that the whole question was 
important, and had determined to give 
full consideration to it. Whether in- 
quiry were made by a Select Committee 
or by a Departmental Committee, or 
whether it took the form of investigation 
by what the hon. Member opposite 
called independent minds, the Govern- 
ment would do their best to deal with 
the subject as a whole. ; 

Mr. FLYNN protested against the 
annual claim that was made by the 
Metropolis to receive £10,000 from the 
country in respect of the protection of 
life and property from fire. The Act 
under which the claim was made was 
passed 30 years ago, and yet the Metro- 
polis still enacted its full pound of flesh. 
They ought to have some promise that 
the Treasury would inquire into the 
matter. Why should this rich city get 
this benefit at the expense of the rest of 
the country ? 

*Mr. HANBURY said that this was 
only a part of the whole rating question, 
into which he had already promised that 
there should be inquiry. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £126,045 to complete 
the sum necessary for the erection, 
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repairs and maintenance of Public Build- 
ings in Ireland, for the maintenance of 
certain Parks and Public Works, and 
for Drainage Works on the Rivers 
Shannon and Suck, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that a 
little more expense should be gone to for 
the amusement of the poorer people in 
Phenix Park, Dublin, as was done in 
England. Near the entrance, for ex- 
ample, some gymnastic appliances might 
be put up. He supposed a £20 note 
would cover the whole thing, and it was 
not a large demand to make for the 
children of the poorer classes. Again, a 
very small sum would provide the con- 
struction and maintenance of ornamental 
waters in the park, similar to those 
which were so much appreciated in the 
London parks. Some ten years ago he 
worried the Government into placing a 
number of wooden benches about the 
park to which they would not even put 
backs. The Government might put up 
a few seats with backs to them. The 
cricket-ground provided for the working 
people was a joke on a cricket-ground, 
and when money was expended for the 
amusement of the richer people some- 
thing ought to be done for the poorer 
classes, who had a right to the enjoyment 
of their own park. Then he had to 
complain of a permanent obstruction in 
the polo-ground. No doubta great many 
people enjoyed seeing polo, but the 
moment they gave some people an inch 
they took an ell, and the polo players 
had erected a permanent structure in the 
enclosure which he protested against as 
an obstruction. If Nationalists or 
temperance people, like the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, went to the Park for a 
meeting, they would not be allowed to 
erect a platform there. In 1886 he went 
to the Treasury Office with the hon. 
Member for North Dublin, and they got 
a pledge that the Treasury would not 
allow any further permanent erections 
to be set up in the Phenix Park. Such 
a thing would not be allowed in Hyde 
Park for anybody in the whole world. 
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They had been allowed to rail in a 
considerable portion of the park for 
their amusement, and they ought not 
to be permitted to erect a permanent 
stand house in addition. The public 
were entitled to some protection against 
such encroachments. There was an 
item on the Vote relating to the Royal 
Hospital at Kilmainham. Lord Wolseley 
had just been appointed Commander-in- 
Chief of the British Army, and, as an 
Irishman, he was glad to see his pro- 
motion. But Lord Wolseley, when in 
command of the troops in Ireland, did 
what no other Commander-in-Chief did 
with regard to the Royal Hospital. The 
public had hitherto had the right of 
passing through the Royal Hospital 
grounds on cars, which was a convenient 
way of reaching Kilmainham. Lord 
Wolseley, however, took it into his 
head, two years ago, to shut out the 
public from the exercise of this right. 
He hardly thought his successor, Lord 
Roberts, would need any intimation on 
the point ; and it was only fair, now 
that Lord Woleseley had assumed the 
chief command in this country, that 
the Dublin public should be allowed 
to revert to their old right of passing 
through Kilmainham Park on cars. The 
hon. Gentleman urged the necessity of 
some system of cross reference in the 
arrangement of the Votes, so that 
Members might readily ascertain to 
what subjects certain items referred 
—a difficult task under the present 
arrangement. There was a sum in the 
Vote in respect of the Boyne Naviga- 
tion, and in referring to it he expressed 
himself against giving private companies 
public grants. It would be better if 
the Government were to work canals 
and similar undertakings themselves, 
or else put them up to public auction, 
instead of allowing themselves to be 
subjected to illegitimate pressure from 
their supporters, and thus induced to 
conclude a bargain which was not so 
much to the advantage of the public 
as to individuals. When he referred 
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to public auction, he did not mean such | Wicklow than he cared about Japan. 
a transaction as that relating to the | To expect that they would make a 
Derry Central Railway, which had been contributory grant was absurd. Grand 
sold to the Belfast and Northern Coun-| juries cared nothing about little mari- 
ties Railway Company for some £3,000| time places, and the towns were too 
or £4,000. This was a matter which | small to have Commissioners, and there 
the present Government were not re-| was no machinery the people could put 
sponsible for. It occurred in the time|in motion. The Treasury and the Eng- 
of the late Government, and, in his| lish gentlemen said :— 

opinion, the permanent officials were to | 
blame. Having mortgaged the railway | an 
for some £30,000 or £40,000, they made | 

a private deal with the Belfast and|/They wanted a Parliament of their 
Northern Counties Railway, by which|OW and the management of their own 
the Company acquired some 20 or 30|)money As long as England refused 
miles of a line which had cost £60,000 | them the institutions they desired, they 
or £70,000 for the trifling sum of about|™ust insist upon criticising the body 
£4,000. Sir John Hibbert said the}Put over them. The Board of Works 
bargain was the best that could be| ought to be taken out of the hands of 
made ; but the fact was that the Great | the Treasury. The Chief Secretary, for 
Northern and the Belfast and Northern | instance, had no control of his own 
Counties Railway Companies were both | house. That was an absurdity and an 
competing for the line, and if the Board|@nomaly. The latest thing was that 
of Works had done their duty they | Limerick had been fined £1,900 for not 
would have sold it to the highest | keeping the fish gap in order. He 
bidder, giving all parties a chance; in-| Suggested that the Lord Lieutenant 
stead of which they made a private deal. | should, by the exercise of his viceregal 
But for the Dissolution he would have | 4uthority, grant a Royal pardon to the 
taken steps to stop the Belfast and | Board of Works in regard to that 
Northern Counties Railway Company’s | matter. 

private Bill which sanctioned the arrange- | Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said, he 
ment. The public were really kept in| noticed in the Estimate that a grant of 
the dark in the matter. The company oor was given to the Queen’s College, 
interested sneaked through the House | Belfast, for physiological and _patholo- 
a private Bill which sanctioned the | gical laboratories ; £150 wo Galway 
arrangement, Members were deprived of | Queen’s College for a chemical labora- 
the legitimate opportunity of criticism, | tory, and nothing at all to the Queen’s 
and public money to the extent, he College, Cork. He thought that as 
thought, of £50,000 was wasted. He Belfast was the richest of the three 


‘**Oh, why don’t you do as we do in England, 
d pay for the works yourselves ?’’ 





did not like attacking the Irish Board 
of Works. It was a hopeless body. 
He and others had criticised the Board 
for 15 years, and it was no better now 
than it was 15 years ago. Why could 
not the Board build a pier which would 
stand? There was nota pier built by 
the Board of Works which was of any 
practical value. ‘To-day they had heard 
of the last joke, that relating to a pier 
in Wicklow. The grand jury was a mere 
chance body, and cared no more about 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


cities in which the Qteen’s Colleges were 
situated, the largest grant should go to 
Galway and Cork. He also noticed an 
item of £936 for the maintenance of 
police protection huts. He assumed 
those huts were for the protection of 
|evicted farmers and boycotted people. 
He regretted to see that the sums showed 
an increase on the amount voted for the 
same purpose last year when it was 
£863. He supposed that between three 
and four hundred extra police were 
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stationed in those huts, and that their 
cost was between £20,000 and £30,000 
a year. He did not think there could 
be a stronger argument than this fact to 
induce the Chief Secretary to produce 
some scheme for the reinstatement of 
the evicted tenants, which would put an 
end to the lamentable condition of (hings 
that rendered those protection huts 
necessary. The cost of such a scheme 
would be between £100,000 and £200,000, 
for he believed it would be extremely 
difficult to settle the evicted tenants’ 
problem without some such expenditure 
of public money ; but it should be re- 
membered that the interest on that 
amount would be only about £6,000 a 
year, whereas £30,000 had been spent 


annually for the past ten years in the | 


maintenance of those police protection 
huts. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) said, 
that in regard to the grant to the Queen’s 
College, Belfast, the President of the 
College had waited on Sir John Hibbert, 
the late Secretary to the Treasury, and 
explained to him how necessary it was 
in the interest of education that the 
college should be supplied with those 
laboratories. He could assure the hon. 
Member for East Mayo that the case for 
thelaboratories had been clearly made out. 
He could not sit down without expressing 
the hope that the present Secretary to 
the Treasury would act in regard to Irish 
matters with the same generous spirit 
as Sir John Hibbert always had done, 
and he would like also to say, if he might 
do so without impertinence, what a 
pleasure it was to them on both sides of 
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They found out that even the Lord Lieu- 
tenant himself was helpless. The Lord 
Lieutenant objected on public grounds 
to some of this land being taken, forja 
less worthy purpose than to provide a 
site for a Government building, and 
his objection was actually overruled by 
some Official at the Treasury. He 
warned the present Secretary to the 
Treasury, while he was fresh to official 
life ; and he hoped the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would be able to conquer the 
Permanent Officials, and to show them 
that he was the master. 

Mr. T. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.) 
directed the attention of the Secretary 
to the Treasury to a Treasury Minute 
passed within the last two years, which 
practically nullified the operation of a 
part of the Land Act of 1891. Under 
the Act loans might be granted to 
tenants by the Board of Public Works, 
a tenant whose valuation was £10 being 
competent to receive a loan of £50. 
By the Treasury Minute that £50 was 
reduced to £30. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor in office said that the 
Minute was passed because the Treasury 
had lost something by some evictions in 
Ireland. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. Member to point out how the sub- 
ject of his complaint is brought;,within 
the four corners of the Vote, which relates 
to public works and buildings only. 

Mr. GILHOOLY : The salaries of the 
officials concerned are included in the 
Vote. 

THe CHAIRMAN : The salaries are 
not included in this Vote. 

Mr. GILHOOLY : But the offices in 


the House to see the present Chairman | which the officials reside are included. 


of Committees presiding over their dis- 
cussions. 
Mr. CLANCY called attention to the 


THe CHAIRMAN: That is a very 
ingenious proposition on the part of the 
hon. Member ; but I do not think it would 


continued and increasing encroachment | be in order to discuss the policy of a 
on the Pheenix Park, which was intended | particular Department on the Vote for 


as a recreation ground for the people, 


the building in which the Officials of the 


and not to provide cheap sites for Gov-| Department reside. 


ernment buildings. The Irish Members 


*Mr. HANBURY said it was im- 


had an interview with the Head of the | possible for him to master all the details 
Treasury on this point in 1886. That/of a somewhat confused and complicated 
Gentleman—the late Secretary of State | Vote during the short time he had been 
for India—though a man of experience, | in office, but he would see whether it 
was, they found, absolutely a child in| was not possible to make the Vote in 
the hands of the Treasury Permanent | future a little more intelligible than it 


Officials. 


He was apparently willing to | was. 


With reference to Wicklow 


do what the Irish Members wanted, but | Harbour, he pointed out that the Govern- 


he was not able to do anything at all. 


ment were asking guarantees from the 
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adjoining baronies just in the same way 
as was done before. He was not sure 
whether the sum for the Boyne Navi- 
gation ought not to be withdrawn al- 
together. The sum of £1,000 was to be 
paid to the new company taking over 
the Boyne Navigation, and the money 
was to be applied to keeping that navi- 
gation in a proper state of repair. But 
the Boyne Navigation could not, as he 
understood, be transferred to the new 
company unless by Act. After all, these 
were small points. With regard to the 
larger question—how far there should 
be a permanent erection in Phenix Park 
—he had not yet sufficient local know- 
ledge to be able to give a satisfactory 
reply on that point, but undoubtedly 
before the next Session he should try 
to go over to Ireland, as he thought a 
Secretary of the Treasury ought to do, 
[‘‘ Hear, hear!”] and inform himself on 
this subject. He thought the answer 
he had given covered nearly all the points 
raised. With regard to the Derry Cen- 
tral Railway scheme, he had nothing to 
do with that, but he understood it was 
settled by his predecessor. If the hon. 
Member would give him details he should 
be glad to give him, on the Report stage, 
all the information he might then possess. 
As to the police huts, he was asked how 
it came that an item for the Constabulary 
was to be found in this Vote at all. He 
saw, however, thatthe twoprecedingitems 
were connected with the Constabulary ; 
but perhaps the Chief Secretary would 
be able to give more information as to 
what these huts were devoted to. His 
predecessor put the items in this Vote. 
It was a small detail, but he should see 
that a satisfactory answer was given on 
the Report. 

Mr. G. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, 
Mid) extolled the state of Ireland in 
regard to crime, and urged that the 
question as to the hutsshould be looked 
into. 

Mr. POWER said, he hoped that the 
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He only rose now, however, to say that 
as soon as this class of Votes was finished 
he should move the adjournment of the 
debate. 

Mr. W. FIELD asked whether he 
had properly understood the Secretary to 
the Treasury to allude to Wicklow 
Harbour. He understood the Govern- 
ment had under consideration a grant 
for Wicklow Harbour. The sea had 
already done considerable damage to the 
harbour wall, and unless something was 
done before February the effect might be 
disastrous to the harbour. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that the 
Government were perfectly prepared to 
make a new grant of £35,000 if it could 
be guaranteed from the adjoing baronies. 
In this part of Wicklow the rating 
was lower perhaps than in any other 
part of Ireland. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is all moun- 
tain by the sea shore. 

*Mr. HANBURY added that the 
information given to him was that, in the 
case of Wicklow, the late Government 
offered that, if the joint baronies would 
guarantee the amount, it would be 
advanced on terms whick would make 
but a slight addition to the very low 
rates ; but that his predecessor refused 
to make an absolutely free grant. 

*Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim 8.) 
said, it was his duty to call attention to 
one of those small matters which would 
not come before the House if there were 
local bodies in Ireland to deal with 
them. A sum of money had been voted 
for the removal of a shoal in the Shannon 
which obstructed navigation and exposed 
the people of that locality, Drumheriff, 
to great inconvenience; and the late 
Secretary to the Treasury promised 
that the matter would be taken in hand 
at once ; but yet nothing had been done. 
The present Secretary to the Treasury 
|told him yesterday that the delay was 
| owing to the action of one the riparian 
|owners ; and he was anxious to find out 








hon. Gentleman would visit that part of |who this was and what was the reason 
the country he represented. If he did ‘for blocking the work. It was a matter 
so he would ask him particularly to in-| of considerable importance, because the 
quire into the position of the Naval district was a backward one, deficient in 
Reserve Station at Tramore, in the/roads. Most of the locomotion was by 
County of Waterford, the condition of | water, and the shoal in question rendered 
which was far from satisfactory. two miles of the river unnavigable. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA-| This was a pressing matter to the people 
SURY said, that no doubt his right hon. | of his constituency and he therefore 
Friend would inquire into the question. |appealed to the hon. Gentleman to see 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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that the work was begun at once. 
One point in connection with the drain- 
age of the Shannon he pressed on the 
former Secretary to the Treasury. To 
provide for traffic that was imaginary and 
did not exist, water was kept at a cer- 
tain depth ina lock at Knockvicar, which 
was the outlet from Lough Key into the 
Shannon, and 600 acres of land were 
flooded in the adjoining district of Ros- 
common. A proper sluice should be 
erected to prevent floods which were 
causing so much damage. 

Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) 
hoped that the Treasury would spend 
some money in improvements in the 
North as well as in the South of 
Ireland. 

Dr. KENNY thought that there 
ought to be no difficulty in the way of 
the right hon. Gentleman giving a full 
explanation of the various points that 
had been raised in reference to this 
Vote. 

Mr. FLYNN also hoped that if the 
right hon. Gentleman did not give a full 
explanation with regard to these con- 
stabulary huts on that occasion, he would 
be able to do so upon the Report. The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to think 
that this matter of £900 for police huts 
was a small affair, but it represented a 
great principle, which went to the root 
of the land question in Ireland. A bad 
landlord simply represented that disturb- 
ances occurred in connection with the 
collection of rent, and a police hut was 
immediately built on his estate, in which 
two policemen were quartered. This 
represented a double tax-—a charge on 
the taxpayer and a charge on the local 
ratepayer. Thus the cost of one hut, as 
it appeared on the Estimate, might 
represent ten times that amount on some 
district in Ireland. The progress of 
public business would largely depend on 
whether the First Lord of the Treasury 
would guarantee that before Report he 
would inquire into these matters, and 
that the Report stage should be taken 
at a fairly early hour of the evening. 
He wished to add his voice to the com- 
plaint of the hon. Member’s for Dublin 
as to the encroachments on Phenix 
Park. It was monstrous that the finest 
public park in the United Kingdom should 
be cut up by small sections of the commu- 
nity. It was a proceeding which would 
not be tolerated in respect of Hyde Park. 
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They were told that in Ireland now such 
things as derelict farms hardly existed, 
and, if so, why should they have this 
Vote? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that if hon. Members would 
undertake to agree to the rest of the 
Vote without much further discussion, 
he might give an assurance such as was 
asked for. [Cries of dissent; and an 
hon. Member: “It is a long Vote!” 

Mr. FIELD proposed that they 
should allow this Vote to pass, with the 
exception of the railway items, on con- 
dition that the Report stage was given 
to them at an early date. They had no 
desire to keep right hon. Members on 
the Front Bench, but they certainly 
wanted information on these points. 

Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
said, this was the only opportunity on 
which they could raise this matter, 
and there was a railway item which 
affected his constituency. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that the railways which 
were dealt with were railways which 
affected the Treasury, but would throw 
no burden whatever on the constituency 
of the hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY referred the right 
hon. Gentleman to page 71 of the 
Estimates. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that if there was any wide- 
spread feeling on the matter he would, 
if this Vote was agreed to, move the 
Adjournment of the Debate. 


Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Thursday ; Committee to sit again this 


day. 


KITCHEN COMMITTEE. 


Tote PATRONAGE SECRETARY 
To THE TREASURY (Sir W. Watronp, 
Tiverton, Devon) moved “ That a Select 
Committee be appointed to control the 
arrangements for the Kitchen and 
Refreshment Rooms in the Department 
of the Serjeant at Arms attending this 
House.” 


Motion agreed to. 
S 
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On the Motion that Mr. James Bailey 
be a Member of the Committee— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE complained 
that there was not a single Welsh 
Member nominated on the proposed 
Committee, and he moved the Adjourn- 
ment of the Debate in order that the 
matter might be taken into considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS seconded 
the Amendment. 

Dr. KENNY said, he did not oppose 
the appointment of the Committee, but 
he did not think that. as at present con- 
stituted, it was representative of all 
parts of the House. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON said, that no 
Member representing Ulster was nomi- 
nated on the Committee, and he cer- 
tainly thought Ulster was as important 
as Wales. 

Stir W. WALROND said, he had 
followed the ordinary course in the 
nomination of the Committee. 

Dr. CLARK hoped this matter would 
be allowed to stand over. The ordinary 
practice hitherto had been to give a 
majority of one to the Government upon 
this Committee. For centuries the pro- 
portion of Members had been eight for 
the Government and seven for the Oppo- 
sition. Now it was proposed to have a 
proportion of nine to six. That was 
hardly fair. 


Question put: “That the Debate be 
now adjourned.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 33 ; Noes, 
142.—(Division List, No. 17.) 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District),as emphasising the protest of his 
hon. Friend against the exclusion of any 
Welsh Member of the Committee, 
moved :— 

“That the name of Mr. James Bailey be 
omitted, with «a view of appointing some hon. 
Gentleman from the Principality of Wales, 
whether sitting on the Opposition or on the 
Government side of the House.” 
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He would suggest that the name of the 
hon. Member for Denbigh Boroughs be 
substituted for that of Mr. Bailey. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said, it was not 
necessary for the hon. Member to 
move an Amendment to the name of 
Mr. Bailey in order to effect the object 
he had in view. 

Mr. THOMAS ELLIS (Merioneth- 
shire) was sure that if the Committee 
were agreed to in the form proposed, 
to-morrow, he and the hon. Gentleman 
opposite could easily fix upon a name 
which would be accepted by the whole 
House. 

Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE rose to speak, 
when 

*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
hon. Gentleman had already spoken. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Surely the hon. 
Gentleman can speak on a different name. 
Each name is a separate question. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The only name that 
has been put is that of Mr. Bailey. 

Dr. CLARK said, the appointment of 
the Committee was a purely formal 
matter. Surely the two Whips could 
easily arrange matters. 


Motion agreed to. 


Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. 
Fellowes, Mr. Fenwick, General Golds- 
worthy, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Kearley, Mr. 
Lafone, Mr. Llewellyn, Colonel Lock- 
wood, Mr. Macdona, Mr. P. J. Power, 
Lord Stanley, and Mr. Thomas Curran 
nominated other Members of the Com- 
mittee. 


Ordered,—-That three be the quorum, 


Whereupon, 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 19th August, 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


House adjourned at Ten minutes 
after One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 21st August 1895. 


The House met at Twelve of the 
clock. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) : I desire to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury a question with regard 
to the Votes down for to-day. It was 
announced last night that we were going 
on to Class I. ; but I understand an 
arrangement has been arrived at by 
which the Foreign Office Vote will be 
taken to-day. I find, however, that the 
Home Office Vote is down on the Paper, 
and I should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the reason. 

*Toe SECRETARY v0 tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): It is due to a clerical error that 
Vote 4 is down on the Paper. After 
the Foreign Office Vote is disposed of, 
we shall go back to the Irish Light 
Railways Vote—which is the last in 
Class I.—and then we shall go on with 
Class IT. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
No. 19) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order relating to Cambridge 
and Hertford not proceeded with ; 
remaining Order confirmed]; __ title 
amended ; as amended, considered ; 
read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(NO. 2) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; read the 
third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(no. 20) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order relating to Bridgwater 
not proceeded with; remaining Order 
confirmed]; Title amended ; as amended, 
considered ; read the third time, and 
passed, 
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GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L. ]. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL [H.L.]. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIR- 
MATION (LONDON) BILL [H.L.]. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; as amended, 
considered ; read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 





FEE FUND (HOUSE OF LORDS). 
Account [presented 20th August] to be 
printed.—{ No. 428.] 


LAW OFFICERS (SALARIES, &c.). 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
[ordered 16th August; Mr. Sydney 
Buxton]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed.—[ No. 429. | 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered, That the several Accounts 
and Papers which have been presented 
to the House in this and the last Sessions 
of Parliament, relating to the Revenues 
of India, be referred to the consideration 
of a Committee of the whole House. 


Resolved, That this House will, 
on Wednesday next, resolve itself into 
the said Committee. — (Lord George 
Hamilton.) 


QUESTION. 


CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ SCHOOLS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
has yet come toany decision on the subject 
of the claims of the Christian Brothers to 
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a share in the grant for National Educa- 
tion in Ireland ; and, if so, whether he 
will communicate that decision to the 
House before the Irish Education Vote 
is taken in Committee of Supply ? 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Batrovur, 
Leeds, Central): I believe it is most 
unusual to address questions to a 
Minister on a Wednesday, and I must 
say that it is most inconvenient. I may, 
however, be able to give a reply to the 
hon. Member. No decision has yet been 
come to on this subject. It is not possible 
for us to arrive at a decision until I shall 
have been over to Ireland and have had 
an opportunity of considering all the 
circumstances of the case. 

Mr. CLANCY explained that he had 
put the question on the Paper, because 
he thought the matter might have been 
discussed on the Estimates that day. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


Mr. J. W. Lowruer in the Chair. 
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expressed by Lord Salisbury, --was one 
which he thought would be generally 
satisfactory to the House, although 
it might not meet the views of gentlemen 
who held that this country had no right 
to interfere either in China or Turkey, 
There was one other pending question 
upon which, although it was unusual and 
even improper to say much on pending 
questions, he nevertheless thought a few 
words ought to be said, and that was the 
question of Siam. He believed that it 
would be desirable at that moment, in 
the interests of the negotiations now 
going on, that the Government should 
make some declaration of their policy 
towards Siam. Several statements had 
been made by past Governments in the 
House, even while negotiations were 
pending, and the policy declared by the 
late Government was a strong policy, but 
had had no effect up to the present. It 
was that Chantaboon should be immedi- 
ately evacuated and that a huffer State 
should be created. Neither cf these two 
things had been done. Chantaboon was 
still occupied and the buffer State had 
not been created. It was even said that 
France had never agreed to the creation 
of a buffer State. At any rate he 
certainly thought they might ask for in- 
formation on this matter although delicate 
negotiations were pending. That was 
the only matter outside Africa with 
which he should trouble the Committee, 





(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Crass II. 


On the Vote of £40,050 to complete 
the sum necessary for the Salaries an 
Expenses of the Department of Her 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said it was not 
his intention to enter into the questions 
of Armenia and China, because he did 


not think that the House had any fairpto this country. 


reason to imagine that the Government 
were doing anything but what they 
ought to do in the circumstances. 
action of the Government, both on the 
questions arising out of the Chino- 


Japanese and the missionary question, | 
1 ’ 


and also on the Armenian question, 
seemed to him to have been satisfac- 
tory ; and the Government view, as 


Mr. Clancy. 


DE- | 


| but there were several questions relating 
| to Africa which arose here and could only 
| be dealt with on this Vote. In speaking 
|of Africa in connection with the Foreign 
| Office, there was, of course, one great 
| question that might be raised—namely, 
the question of Egypt. In the last 
| Parliament he had given expression to 
|the views he held on that subject, and 
he need not repeat them now. He 
believed that the occupation of Egypt 
was the root of most of the difficulties 
in our foreign relations, and _ that 
in a military sense it was a weakness 
One matter concerning 
Africa as to which he pressed for infor- 
mation now was the matter of ex- 


The+peditions undertaken outside Uganda. 


It would be in the recoilection of the 
House that there was an arrangement 
with the Congo State. That arrange- 
ment was objected to both by Germany 
and France, and it was at once seen that 
part of that arrangement would have to 
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be dropped. Under that arrangement 
it was proposed to lease certain territory 
to the Congo State, and although the 
French complained very strongly of the 
proposed lease, a small portion of territory 
was still leased to the Congo State, and it 
was in that territory that these expedi- 
tions had taken place. There was a 
previous expedition from the direction of 
Uganda down the Nile as far as Wadelai. 


papers—but no statement had been made 
on behalf of the Government in this 
matter—that there had been a recent 
expedition, which had penetrated further 
north into that portion of the British 
sphere which was still leased to the 
Congo State. He wished to know if 
that was so, and what was the inter- 
national situation. He thought these 


be remembered that in the last Parlia- 
ment he on_ several occasions raised | 
the question of slavery in our protec-| 
torates in Africa, and promises were 
made but not fulfilled. Finally, a Sup- 
plementary Estimate was brought in. | 
The Supplementary Estimates were dis- 
cussed at a time when the House was 
very full, being taken at the end of 
February or the beginning of March, and 
the matters contained in them were 
closely scrutinised. The result was 
that one of his hon. Friends who 
brought forward the matter in February 
last was able to make a great impression. 
On thatoccasion the Government promised 
immediate action. The present Secretary 
for the Colonies pressed them very hard 
indeed, and the Government, under 
strong pressure, gave way and promised 
immediate action or, at least, immediate 
inquiry with the view to immediate 
action. Nothing has been done up to 
the present, and the last Report laid | 
before the House was of a most un-| 
satisfactory character. There was a 
marked difference in the treatment of 
protectorates, but the nearest analogy to 
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Zanzibar was to be found in the case of 
the Malay States. They came nearest, 
from several points of view. In Zan- 
zibar, as in the Malay States the, 
Colonial Office, the Foreign Office had | 
absolute control, but he contended | 
that the Foreign Office was not the’ 
right department to have control over | 
and to manage protected States. When | 
a protectorate meant that the State| 
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became a portion of the British Empire 
as Zanzibar practically was, then he 
contended the Colonial Office was the 
proper department to havecharge. Some 
years ago he urged that Cyprus should 
not be under the Foreign but under the 
Colonial Office, on the ground that it 
was practically a portion of the British 
Empire, and the change was made. 
Of course the theory was that as long 
as there was danger of great com- 
plications it was better for the Foreign 
Office to have control, as it was in 
constant contact with Foreign countries 
but the distinction was very fine. There 
was a large number of colonies under 
the Colonial Office under such circum- 
stances. The Colonial Office had immense 
experience in dealing, for instance, with 
the question of slavery. Now what were 
the facts with regard to slavery in 
Zanzibar? An attempt was made—he 
was sorry it was made, for it was a 
fraudulentattempt, touse a strong word— 
to pretend that there was no slavery in 
Zanzibar. The words “ domestic slavery” 
were used. The slavery there was 
slavery of the worst type, and it was 
carried on practically under the British 
flag. When they took over the Malay 
States they insisted that slavery should 
be abolished in the protectorate, and 
on that occasion they only had to 
mention the matter once. It was not 
necessary to bring the matter forward 
year after year and press the matter on 
the conscience of the House. On the 
first occasion on which it was brought 
forward the Colonial Office said, ‘ It 
must be put down,” and it was put 
down. [ Hear, hear!” The question 
of the effect on the revenue was men- 
tioned then as it was now. There 
was almost a small war, but slavery 
was put down, and instead of going 
backwards these countries were flourish- 
ing. What was the case as to Zanzibar ? 
They had a Blue-book—all that they had 
up to the present in satisfaction of the 
demands made on the late Government 
and on that House. How did it conclude? 
They had a dispatch from Her Majesty’s 
representative at Zanzibar—a man of 
great ability, but a man who on this ques- 
tion was a little afraid, and who needed 
a great deal of pressure before he would 
move. He tried to meet the case urged 
in Debate, and he said that we had 
forced abolition on the Sultan when he 
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was our ally, but he now found reasons for | 
hesitation. Here they were, a great civi- 
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Company’s territories was not nearly as 
|large as that into the Oil Rivers Pro- 
lised country, which had done more to put | tectorate, being only 319,000 gallons in 
down slavery than all the other Powers | the year 1893. He hoped that the result 
put together, not only tolerating the | of the recent Inquiry into the outbreak 
thing but making excuses to which they |at Brass would be some proposal for 
would not listen when made by the | uniting the Oil Rivers Protectorate and 
Sultan of Zanzibar. As to the revenue the Niger Company’s territories into one 
he did not believe it would suffer for | protectorate. Whatever system of 
more than a year if the change was made, Government were adopted, however, he 
but the islands were doomed to perish | did hope that a stop would be put to 
if free labour were not brought into them. | the practice of allowing the importation 
They had information which showed | of spirits into those territories. [‘ Hear, 
that, under the present system men were | hear !”] 

used up very quickly on the plantations) Mr. J. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §.) 
and there was no real supervision at all.|said that by their declarations in the 
There was one official representative of | Queen’s Speech and their speeches in the 
the Crown, but he never went near the | other House, the Government had re- 
plantations. Nothing was known to| lieved him from the necessity of raising 





the Government, though it was known | 


to many Members, of what passed on 
these plantations. It was known how 
fearful the slavery was, and he implored 
the Government not to be content with 
anything short of declaring that this 
slavery must be put down, and seeing 


that that declaration was carried out. | 


[Cheers.| He wished next to refer to the 
drink traffic on the West Coast, and 
what struck him was the hypocrisy dis- 
played on this subject by European 
nations. They met in Brussels or Berlin 
and passed Resolutions about slavery and 
drink. He had referred to slavery, and 
as to drink, they could see how enormous 
it was from the returns which they had. 
It would be found that in the Oil Rivers 
Protectorate, which was only a small 
territory, there were imported within 
the year ending July 1892, no less than 
1,320,000 gallons of gin and -rum. 
That drink did not even come from this 
country. It was taken there largely in 
British ships and was sent there by 
British merchants, but it was of German 
and not British manufacture, and was 
of a most poisonous character. The 
Niger Company had acted upon quite 
different principles. In the lower part 
of their river territories they certainly 
did sell drink, but in the upper part of 
the river territories they did not sell it, 
but carried out strict teetotal principles— 
in fact the Company appeared to have a 
geographical conscience. 
and Laughter.| The Company, however, 
deserved great credit for excluding drink 
from nine-tenths of their territories. 
The importation of spirits into the Niger 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


| party 


[‘“* Hear, hear ” | 





questions about Armenia and Asiatic 
Turkey. The position was an extremely 
critical one, and although he was sure no 
one had a wish to embarrass the Govern- 
ment on that question, stiil it was 
possible, if a Debate were to arise, things 
might be said which would have the effect 
of causing embarrassment to them. He 
therefore expressed a hope that as little 
as possible might be said by hon. Mem- 
bers, at any rate on his side of the 
House, which could at all add to the 
difficulties with which the Government 
were surrounded. [General cheers.| This 
question of the treatment of the Eastern 
Christians had never been  regard- 
ed in that House as a matter of 
controversy, and he hoped that 
that view of the matter would still 
be acted upon. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] The 
reforms which her Majesty’s Government 
were pressing for were, he thought, in 
the opinion of those who had studied the 
question. the minimum of what could be 
required, and those who had followed the 
statements in the newspapers, and still 
more those who had followed the des- 
patches of our Consuls abroad, knew that 
at that moment that the position of the 
Christians all over the East was one of 
some peril. The Government knew fully 
how very serious the question was, and 
he must express the hope that they 
would soon see their way to publish the 
despatches, because he thought that the 
country ought to know all the facts, and 
should not suppose that the Government 
were acting in this matter upon mere 
rumour. There were, of course, some of 
the details which could not be laid before 
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the world, but, omitting those, there 
would be quite enough information to 
enable the House and the country to 
fully appreciate the nature of the diffi- 
culties and the need for urgency at this 
moment. He would refrain from enter- 
ing further into the facts, but he believed 
that the country was unanimous, and he 
ventured to hope that the House was 
unanimous, on the question. He did 
not desire to ask for any statement from 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs. They had received 
a declaration on behalf of the Govern- 
ment from him, and on behalf of his 
hon. Friends on the Opposition side of 
the House he might say that the Gov- 
ernment might rely upon their support 
in doing anything necessary for humanity 
and for the preservation of the honour 
and dignity of this country. [Cheers.] 
Then, with regard to Africa and Siam, 
he would remind his right hon. Friend 
the member for the Forest of Dean, with 
respect to slavery in Zanzibar, that the 
late Government gave an undertaking 
that everything they could do to put 
down slavery in Zanzibar and Zemba 
should be done. The Committee would 
remember, however, that these things 
presented problems of very considerable 
difficulty, which required some little time 
and no small measure of caution to deal 
with. It was easier for a Mahomedan 
Government to deal with those problems 
for themselves, than for a foreign Power 
which had assumed a protectorate over 
the country todo so. [ Hear, hear !”] At 
the same time that consideration did not 
detract from our responsibility in the 
matter. The undertaking was given 
very heartily by the late Government, 
and he was sure that it would be carried 
out no less heartily by the present Gov- 
ernment. But, considering the caution 
that had to be exercised in the matter, 
it was not fair to expect instant action 
until the British representative should 
have an opportunity of expressing his 
views as to the way in which the subject 
ought to be dealt with. With regard to 
Siam, his right hon. Friend was quite 
right in saying that France had agreed 
in principle to the creation of a buffer 
State. He did not think that there 
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certainly should not press, the Govern- 
ment for any full detail as regarded the 
very recent events, the events of the 
the last two months, because they 
involved questions of some little delicacy. 
TheBritish Government had endeavoured 


in circumstances of very great difficulty 
to maintain amicable relations over 
questions on which the sentiments of 
both countries were to some extent 
involved, and he thought that we ought 
to maintain that attitude and avoid 
saying anything here which would make 
it more difficult for the Government to 
act. [ “ Hear, hear !” 

*Mr. REGINALD MWKENNA (Mon- 
mouth, N.) said, that he was aware that 
any comments in that House upon matters 
which were at the moment the subject 
of negotiation between Francs and this 
country might prejudice the chance of an 
arrangement, and he should therefore 
confine himself to asking generally 
whether the Government retained the 
policy of their predecessors with regard 
to the creation of a buffer State on the 
Upper Mekong? If he might hazard 
an opinion with much diftidence it was 
that there was great weight in the 
view of the late Government that a buffer 
State was highly desirable. The claim of 
France to the left bank of the Mekong up 
to the point where the river left Chinese 
territory, and including so much of the 
province of Keng Hung as lay on the 
left bank, was inconsistent with the 
undeniable rights of this country over 
the whole of the Shan States of Keng 
Tung and Keng Keng, parts of which 
extended to the left bank of the Mekong. 
He could not help thinking that the 
hostility to the principle of a buffer 
State, evinced by some of the French 
exponents of a forward colonial policy, 
was, in a measure, due to the belief that 
the only alternative was to constitute 
the Mekong river the boundary between 
the possessions of the two countries. A 
clear understanding that the British 
occupation of Mongsing would be sup- 
ported, failing a satisfactory agreement 
to create a buffer State between the 
river Nam Oo and the river Mekong, 
would, he believed, materially assist a 
settlement. He had no great faith in 


could be any doubt about that, but he | negotiations conducted on the principle 
hoped that his hon. Friend would not| of an Oriental bargain, and he believed 
think it necessary to press, and he himself | we should do better by a firm statement 
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of our minimum requirements, rather 
than by excessive demands to be reduced 
by haggling. [‘‘Hear, hear!”] Although, 
as he had already stated, it was unde- 
sirable to discuss questions of foreign 
policy which were the subject of pending 
negotiations, still, as this matter had 
been largely commented upon in the 
Press of both countries for the last two 
years, he felt it might strengthen the 
hands of the Government to ask for a 
definite statement whether they adhered 
to the policy of the late Government. 
[Cheers. | 

Captain BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness) remarked, that a discussion 
like this must necessarily be somewhat 
discursive, but he would confine his 
remarks to one or two points only. 
He would, in the first place, ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. G. Curzon) to give the 
Committee what information he could 
as to the questions pending between 
France and this country in the Niger 
territories. There were several questions, 
not perhaps of the highest importance, 
but which had excited a good deal of 
criticism and a settlement of which was 
desirable. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had referred to the most im- 
portant question at present pendent in 
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Egypt were being violated by us 
in the action which it was supposed 
we were going to take in Upper Egypt. 
He never understood why, in this difti- 
cult question, something could not be 
done upon the basis of the existing legal 
state of affairs. He believed it to be 
true that the territories, nearly up to 
the lakes, theoretically belonged to the 
Turkish Empire, inasmuch as the Turkish 
Suzerain had never abandoned his rights 
there. But he thought that the suscepti- 
bilities of France and our own objects 
might be met if Egypt were encouraged 
to advance again from where she re- 
treated some years ago, observing by the 
way that this action, if taken by us on 
behalf of Egypt, would preserve the 
rights of the Suzerain power till such 
time as we wished, as he hoped we 
should wish, to withdraw from Egypt 
when our work there was done—if it 
could, indeed, be done. The Committee 
had never had any announcement from 
Her Majesty's Government on this 
aspect of the question, namely, whether 
the territory in question was really 
abandoned by Egypt when she withdrew 
from the countries on the Upper Nile, 
and whether the French susceptibilities 
and our own objects could not be met on 
some neutral ground such as he had in- 


Africa, namely, that with reference to the Nlicated. Time, however, went on and 


Upper Nile, or the northern part of the 
Uganda territories. I asked for infor- 
mation regarding the treaty, or, rather, 
the remnants of the treaty made by 
Lord Roseberry. But he was going to 
press upon his right hon. Friend the 
fact that so long had elapsed without 
any progress having been made. There 


( were still cloudy expeditions wandering 


7 . 





about in Africa which were said to be 
threatening our territory. Of course, 
at the bottom of all this was the question 
of the occupation of Egypt—[“ Hear, 
hear!” from the Radical Benches.|— 
but he was not going to discuss that now. 
He was not one of those who advocated 
our withdrawal at present, though, on 
the other hand, he had not the smallest 
desire to annex Egypt; still less did he 
wish that we should be frightened out 
of Egypt by external causes. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] He recognised, however, that 
a foreign Power holding the Upper Nile 
would be in a position to threaten 
Egypt. The contention of the 
French was that the rights of 


Mr. Reginald M‘Kenna. 





we seemed to get no forwarder. Every- 
body felt that a real danger was hanging 
over us, and the country would be very 
glad to be assured, not only that Lord 
Salisbury was devoting his most anxious 
consideration to this subject, but that 
there was some prospect of advancing 
towards a settlement of the question. 
[Cheers.| Turning to the new protecto- 
rate that we had practically made part 
of the British Empire from Uganda 
down to the coast, he observed that 
Uganda itself, Zanzibar, and the inter- 
vening territory, were all different in 
relation to this country. One was a 
protectorate, another was short of a 
protectorate, and another was more than 
a protectorate. Some simplification of 
the present complicated system might, 
he thought, advantageously be under- 
taken. On the whole, he agreed with 
what the right hon. Gentleman had said 
with regard to slavery. There were 
difficulties in the way which prevented 
the question being dealt with by a 
stroke of the pen, which it was so easy 
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to talk of. But in this question, also,| *Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 


as well as in the other to which he had 
referred, we seemed to make so little 
advance, and matters seemed to be in 
the same position as they were, two, 
three, or four years ago. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark- 
shire, Partick) said, that he agreed with 
every word uttered by the right hon. 
Baronet (Sir C. Dilke), on the subject of 
slavery in the islands of Zanzibar and 
Pemba, and he thought that the right 
hon. Baronet had done good service 
in bringing the matter forward. If there 
were at the present time such a strong 
feeling as formerly existed in this country 
that we should not, under any conditions 
and at any cost, tolerate slavery, then, he 
maintained, slavery would before now have 
disappeared from those islands. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] The fact that it still continued 
there was a fact that we had not any 
reason to be proud of. The difficulties 
in the way had been stated in a Blue 
Book by two able gentlemen who, one 
after the other, were our representatives 
in Zanzibar ; but he wished to point out 
that, at the time those despatches were 
written, both those gentlemen were new 
to Zanzibar, and each relied entirely upon 
that distinguished officer of the Sultan, 
General Sir Lloyd Matthews, who, in all 
these matters, took a point of view more 
Arab than the Arabs themselves. The 
despatches were very elaborate, and he 
thought that both, especially the facts 
and figuresin the more elaborate despatch 
of Mr. Harding, were open to very 
serious criticism indeed. He did not 
wish to detain the House by going into 
any detailed criticism of the despatches, 
and he did not think his reasons and de- 
ductions were to be accepted, even if all 
the facts were as stated. [Cheers.] 
If slavery were abolished on these 
islands they would very soon find that 
large supplies of free labour would come 
into the country, not merely from India, 
but from the Continent. At present 
free labourers did not dare to go to 
Zanzibar, for if they did they would be- 
come slaves before very long. He hoped 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
would recognise that the large body of 
public opinion which would be behind 
him would strengthen his hands in any 
action he might take for the abolition 
of slavery on the islands. 





said, the great urgency of foreign affairs 


| was shown by the fact that those were 
| the only subjects referred to in the Queen’s 
|Speech. It was true that Bechuanaland 
|was touched upon, but that doubtless 
was to show that this was a dual Govern- 
ment, presided over by the Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs and the Secretary for 
the Colonies. He entirely agreed with 
the hon. and gallant Member that the 
root of almost all our troubles in Africa 
was our position in Egypt. He was in 
a minority on that side of the House in 
regard to this question, but he could not 
forbear from calling the attention of the 
country to the necessity that existed of 
our considering our position. It was 
now 13 years since we had occupied 
Egypt, and we had been from that day 
to this in a false position there. It was 
neither our possession, nor was it even our 
protectorate ; it was in our occupation, but 
only temporarily. The English people 
seemed to be under the impression that 
we possessed Egypt, but so little was 
that the case that we had bound our- 
selves to Europe in the most solemn 
manner that we would neither take nor 
ask for any advantage there, political 
or otherwise, that every other country 
did not share. He was not averse to 
what was sometimes called British 
aggression when we could get something 
out of it, but neither our material ad- 
vantage nor our strategical necessities 
were served by our occupation of Egypt. 
We got no gratitude from the inhabi- 
tants, and justly so, for we had lost what 
they had conquered—the Soudan, which 
was a valuable commercial possession. 
He admitted that the difficulties in the 
way of leaving Egypt were great, but 
they should be met, and he urged the 
present Government, which was pro- 
fessedly a Government expert in foreign 
affairs, to seriously consider what should 
be done with a view to our leaving 
Egypt. If that were done they would 
be able to make a very good bargain with 
France as regarded other questions. 
The most stupendous mistake was made 
in going to Egypt, and a mistake almost 
as great would be made if we did not 
leave it. There was another matter of 
supreme importance which involved an 
entire departure from the traditional 
policy of this country on the part of a 
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Prime Minister who had in former times 
championed it. He alluded to the policy 
announced in Her Majesty’s Speech with 
regard to Turkey. They were told that 
we had entered upon a course of “ inter- 
ference with Turkey,” that “theconscience 
of Europe” had been horrified, and that the 
concert of Europe must be evoked. They 
were solemnly assured that the present 
Government would follow the policy of 
their predecessors in regard to this 
matter; but what was that policy? It 
was the acceptation as gospel truth of 
highly-spiced accounts which appeared 
in newspapers whose peculiar form of 
competition was to vie with each other 
in the production of horrors from Hoxton 
to Persia, and the accounts of entirely 
unauthorised persons who seemed to be 
monomaniacs against the faith of Islam. 
The right hon. Member for Aberdeen- 
shire had said that a clearer case for the 
intervention of the European Powers 
could not be imagined, and yet these 
accounts were those of men who rarely 
professed to date from the place; they 
came from the Russian frontier, and bore 
an unmistakable Russian postmark. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL said there were 
Consular Reports. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, he had 
not seen them. The hearsay evidence 
which had been produced was insufficient 
ground for the reversal of the ancient 
policy of this country. Then they were 
told that England was under a special 
obligation to deal with this matter, and 
eminent statesmen went about the 
country denouncing the Turkish Govern- 
ment and people. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for Aberdeenshire said we had no 
selfish interest inthematter ; and that was 
enough for him, for in regard to Foreign 
affairs all our interests were selfish. As 
to the fulfilment of the treaty obliga- 
tions, he reminded the Committee that 
the 61st Article of the Treaty of Berlin, 
which constituted those obligations, was 
originally embodied in the Treaty of San 
Stefano, made at the end of a successful 
war by Russia against Turkey. England 
claimed that it should be submitted to 
the European Powers, and Lord 
Salisbury’s Memorandum, written on 
the Ist April, 1878, set forth all 
the objections to the Treaty. Lord 
Salisbury entered into negotiations 
with Russia with regard to the submis- 
sion of this Treaty to the Powers, and 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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the result of that was the secret agree- 
ment which his Lordship said, in the 
House of Lords, was unauthentic and un- 
worthy of credit, but which was afterwards 
proved to be authentic and not entirely 
unworthy of credit. Then Lord Salis- 
bury said, that in consequence of the 
course followed by Russia with regard to 
the Armenian provinces, and its effect 
upon the population, it was necessary for 
England in a special manner to make 
special arrangements for the protection 
of those provinces against Russia, and 
the result of that was the Cyprus Con- 
vention. Article 61 of the Berlin Treaty, 
and the Cyprus Convention were both 
the result of the secret agreement, and 
contained the obligation with regard to 
the Armenian provinces. Now, the 
61st Article of the Treaty stipulated 
that Turkey undertook to carry out 
without further delay the amelioration 
and reforms demanded by local require- 
ments in the Armenian provinces, and 
guaranteed their protection against the 
Circassians and Kurds, and aiso that the 
Powers would superintend the applica- 
tion of those reforms. Well, had the 
Powers at any time since the Treaty was 
signed, made any attempt or effort to 
superintend the application of such re- 
forms? They had been told that this obli- 
gation applied to England especially, but 
the obligation, if it was one, was on the 
part of Turkey, not to England alone or 
especially, but to all the signatory Powers 
of Europe. But had those Powers com- 
bined to see that the undertakings made 
to them in this respect were properly 
carried out? Had the concert of 
Europe been again brought into play 
with regard to Turkey and Armenia? 
Not at all. Germany, Austria, and 
Italy, the whole of the Triple Alliance, 
now stood aloof from any attempt to 
interfere with the internal affairs of 
Turkey. The only Powers which stood in 
with England to take action in this matter 
were Russia, whose policy had always 
been to weaken Turkey, and France who 
joined with Russia in order to maintain 
her semblance of alliance with that 
country. There was no special obli- 
gation on England in this matter, 
but the responsibility rested equally 
upon the whole of the six Powers to 
the Treaty. Yet the three Powers 
most interested in Turkey stood aloof, 
but the Power most mterested in the 
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destruction of Turkey was ready to 
take action with England against 
Turkey. That was not all, the 61st 
Article was not the whole or the most im- 
portant part of the Treaty, for there 
were other obligations imposed by it 
more binding and of a more necessary 
character. For instance, there was the 
9th Article, which was to regulate the 
tribute that should be paid by Bulgaria 
to Turkey. But the amount of the 
tribute had never been fixed, and the 
Foreign Office had been obliged to admit 
to him that the Article had not been 
executed. It was undoubtedly the fact 
that by the Treaty of Berlin many of her 
richest provinces were taken away from 
Turkey, and it was provided by the 
Treaty that Bulgaria, Servia, and Mont- 
enegro should pay to Turkey a proportion 
of her debt in respect of those provinces. 
To that day those articles had remained 
unexecuted. The condition stipulated 
by the Treaty that the fortresses of Bul- 
garia should be rased or destroyed had 
never been carried into effect. Moreover, 
with regard to the conditions that were 
laid down as to Batoum, the late Prime 
Minister wrote to our Ambassador in St. 
Petersburg complaining that Russia had 
violated the Treaty ; but no attempt had 
been made to bring Russia to book for 
doing so. The fact was that all our strong 
language of diplomacy was invariably 
reserved for the weak and generally 
the friendly Power. If the Govern- 
ment were resolved to deal with 
Russia as it dealt with Turkey for 
any infraction of the Treaty of Berlin 
—if they were resolved to see that every 
Article of the Treaty (not only the 61st 
but the six others he had quoted) was car- 
ried into effect, whether Russia or Turkey 
were affected, he should have nothing to 
say, but he protested against repressive 
action against Turkey alone. He left 
aside altogether the statements about 
what were called the Armenian atrocities 
until trustworthy official evidence was 
placed before them, or a definite state- 
ment was made by a responsible Minister 
endorsing the allegations which had ap- 
peared in the newspapers. At the same 
time he was prepared to admit that: there 
had been stern repression of insurrection 
in Armenia. But was England always 
going to interfere when insurrection in a 
foreign country was put down with un- 
necessary severity? Had we interfered 
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with Russia because of her treatment of 
the Jews, or with the United States 
because of the proceedings of Judge 
Lynch in that country? No. Our 
policy of the strong hand appeared to be 
reserved for a weak Power, for a Power 
which had always been a faithful ally, 
and which, as long as we kept India, would 
remain a necessary ally for us. It was 
strange, indeed, to find a statesman who 
went to Berlin and brought back what 
he termed “peace with honour,” who 
was himself the author of the most con- 
clusive arguments against the retention 
of the Armenian strongholds by Russia 
on the ground that it would lead to the 
constant sapping of the Turkish Empire, 
now engaged, with pick and crowbar, 
aiding in that very sapping work 
he so properly denounced ‘in 1878. 
It was strange to find the noble Marquess 
supporting the very procedure which 
formerly he so properly denounced. They 
ought to be told whether there was any 
secret agreement with Russia and France, 
like the one which some years ago was 
said to be unauthentic. [A Jlaugh.] 
There was, in his opinion, no reason 
why this country should keep secret 
her diplomatic acts. To a foreign 
Ambassador who came with a proposal 
for a secret engagement to an English 
Minister, the latter ought to say, “ What 
you tell me to-day I will tell my country 
to-morrow.” That was the only attitude 
which would insure the hearty co-opera- 
tion of the people. Apparently, for no 
sufficient reason, the Government were 
about to abandon the policy which had 
been considered necessary hitherto for 
the protection of our Indian Empire, a 
policy which was dictated by gratitude 
for past acts and the expectation of 
future favours. If it really was the 
intention of Lord Salisbury to carry out 
the policy of his predecessors, as ex- 
pounded by the right hon. Member for 
Aberdeen (Mr. Bryce) and the late 
Prime Minister, he owed to that House 
and the country some explanation of the 
reasons which had induced him to depart 
from the best and wisest traditions of 
English statesmanship. 

*Mr. H. M.STANLEY (Lambeth, N.) 
in a maiden speech, said that he had been 
much amused by the statement of the 
right hon. Baronet opposite (Sir Charles 
Dilke) that we ought to abandon Egypt. 
He had been also astonished to hear the 
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hon. Member for Lynn Regis say that | party, and now suggested that we 
we ought to evacuate Egypt as quickly ' should evacuate Egypt at once. It 
as possible i in order to keep up our friend-| would be time to evacuate Egypt when 
ship with France. [Mr. Gipson Bow ss : ‘in Uganda we should have organised 
“ Not only with France.”|] The author of | the native forces at our disposal in that 
“Greater Britain” was a gentleman of | region,and when, without the expenditure 
great ability, but he would possibly | of “the blood of a single English soldier, 
be much astonished to hear that he | we should have established our quarters 
had been one of the retarding causes |at the head of the navigable Nile. Then 
in respect of the evacuation of Egypt,|with the extension of railway com- 
for every time that he had heard a sug-| munications in the direction of Wady 
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gestion made that a railway was to be| 
constructed to Uganda the right hon. 
‘Baronet had at once opposed the proposal ; 
and that railway was the key of the 
problem. They had heard it suggested just 
now that we could not evacuate Egypt, 
because we had taken so much of her 
territory away from her. Well, the best 
step to take with a view to the restora- 
tion of that territory to Egypt would be 
to make the railway to Uganda. We 
could not evacuate Egypt until we 
should have restored her to her former 
strength, until she was replaced in the 
exact position which she occupied before 
we meddled in her affairs. 
Pasha’s order to the last Egyptian 
Governor of Equatoria was that he was 
toretire because the communications were 
interrupted. Well, those communica- 
tions would be partly re-established 
when the Uganda railway should have 
been constructed, and he dared say 
that by that time direct communica- 
tions would be restored between the 
Equatorial provinces and Cairo. But 
at present there was a hostile Power 
between Egypt and her possessions in 
Equatoria, and he did not think the 
English people would approve a pre- 
meditated attack in cold blood upon any 
portion of Africa where the people were 
determined to defend themselves and 
their territory. He did not think that 
the English people would like the idea 
of an invasion of the Soudan. But what 
could not be effected by force might be 
effected by commercial strategy. As he 
had said, the key to the problem was 
the construction of the Uganda rail- 
way. Lord Rosebery was one of 
those who had listened to the advice 
which the right hon. baronet opposite 
was always ready to tender, and con- 
sequently for three years he had looked 
coldly upon the proposal to build the 
railway. The right hon. Barovet 
apparently represented the Little England 
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Halfa, the establishment of the Italians 
at Kassala and along the eastern frontier 
of the Nile Valley, and before the silent 
march of civilising forces, the whole 
empire of the Khalifa would collapse and 
crumble. Then would be the time to take 
possession of the Soudan and to restore 
it, if they should think fit, to its legiti- 
mateowner. Then they would be able 
to say :— 


“ We have done our duty to Egypt, we have 
restored her to her former power, made her 
more affluent than ever, and there is nothing 
more for us to do in this part of the world.” 


Nuba?tThe Uganda railway ought te: have been 


begun “three years ago Te Hear _hear!”] 
but it had been systematically delayed at 
the cost of something like 30,000 native 
porters. The right hon. Baronet had 
said that he would like to see slavery 
abolished in Zanzibar, but as he had op- 
posed the construction of the railway, he 
had thereby supported the perpetuation of 
slavery at Zanzibar and Pemba, which 
would have been impossible if the con- 
struction of the Uganda railway had not 
been so unwisely delayed. It was curious 
that the author of “Greater Britain” 
should not have seen that he was actually 
in conflict with himself. There was a 
grand objective point which the Uganda 
railway was to make for—namely, the 
Victoria Nyanza, with its 28,000 square 
miles of fresh water, with water com- 
munications to within 40 miles of the 
Albert Edward, from whence a sixty mile 
journey would enable us to reach the 
Albert Nyanza. All that enormous tract 
of country that used to be devoted to 
slavery would have been peacefully con- 
quered for civilization by this time if the 
right hon. Baronet and his friends had 
only supported the construction of the 
railway. The right hon. Baronet, he 
supposed, wanted them to suppress 
slavery in Zanzibar precisely as they 
attempted to suppress it in Soudan, when 
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they so ignominiously failed. It was to 
the rash enterprise of the British in 
attempting to suppress slavery in the 
Soudan, without having made adequate 
preparations, without having established 
lines of communication, that the catas- 
trophe at Khartoum and the loss to Egypt 
of so much of her territory were due, 
and now the same rash proceedings were 
being advised in the case of Zanzibar and 
Pemba. Of course, he did not compare 
those islands with the Soudan, and he did 
not suppose that the same horrors and 
atrocities as occurred in the Soudan, would 
resultfromasimilar hasty action in Zanzi- 
bar and Pemba. Nevertheless, there were 
European merchants, doctors, churchmen 
and lady teachers in Zanzibar, and if we 
interfered in the way proposed by the right 
hon. Baronet, it is possible we should hear 
of the occurrence of eventssimilar to the 
Chinese atrocities. With regard to 
Egypt, Uganda and the Soudan, the right 
hon. Baronet had been fatally wrong, 
[ “Hear, hear!”] and now he proposed 
that we should be fatally wrong with 
regard to Zanzibar. If they stopped the 
slave trade in Central Africa, if they 
made railways and thereby obtained 
complete control over the territory, he 
undertook to say that slavery generally 
would terminate. In the meantime he 
would advise the House and the country 
to be guided by their officials at Zanzibar, 
their Consuls, and other accredited 
representatives. When, in their opinion 
the time should have come for the com- 
plete extinction of slavery at Pemba and 
Zanzibar those officials would, he felt 
sure, give the word, and the House would 
then know how to act. [ “ Hear, hear?” 

Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) said, that before 
he dealt with the questions which had 
taken up the greater part of the time 
that afternoon, he wished to refer to the 
serious matters arising out of the Chino- 
Japanese war. In October last, Lord 
Rosebery and Lord Kimberley proposed 
that the European Powers should com- 
bine with the object of compelling 
Japan to accept the terms of peace 
offered by China. “The concert of 
Europe ” was a most misleading political 
phrase. He did not believe in the con- 
cert of Europe. He had never seen the 
concertof Europe in working order; indeed, 
the only time it ever did anything was 
in 1880, when it undertook the ridiculous 
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naval demonstration against Dulcigno. 
In the present state of relations between 
the great Powers of Europe, a practical 
concert was, in his opinion, a most 
ridiculous chimera. Fancy a concert on 
any great European or Eastern question 
in which France and Germany, France 
and Italy, Russia and Germany, Russia 
and Austria, and England were forced 
to all act together with a common object. 
The late Government tried to set up this 
concert, and the attempt failed disas- 
trously. Germany, Austria, Italy, and 
the United States rejected the proposal 
of Lord Rosebery. Indeed, the proposal 
to coerce Japan was only supported by 
Russia and France. The Government of 
this country received a serious rebuff, the 
Japanese were infuriated at finding our 
proposal was directed against. them, the 
Chinese were injured because their weak- 
ness was made known to the whole world, 
and the war was begun again with re- 
newed vigour, and China was entirely 
defeated and overthrown. Russia and 
France—who had offered to join us in 
the attempt to coerce Japan, just as they 
were offering to join us in the attempt 
to coerce Turkey—took advantage of our 
proposal to attempt a little coercion on 
their own part, with the result that the 
Japanese were driven out of a position of 
enormous importance to them and to us 
It was said that Russia had also obtained 
important railway facilities from China, 
and that France had got great trading 
concessions in the southern districts of 
China. The French papers had pub- 
lished what purported to be summaries 
of the Treaty concluded. If there was 


|| any truth in those statements, the Com- 


mittee had a right to be informed of them 
by Her Majesty's Government. The 
statements were very serious, and, if true, 
the Committee had a right to ask that 
the privileges given by China to France 
should also be given to our traders in 
that part of the world. He had specially 
to ask whether the French force had 
been withdrawn from Cambodia, and 
whether the Government supported the 
statement attributed to the Chief Com- 
missioner in Burmah, to the effect that 
Burmah was now an integral part of the 
British Empire? And, before leaving 
the subject, he wished to express his 
firm belief that our interests in the far 
East would best be served by a friendly 
and consistent understanding with the 
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great Japanese people. He did not|hon. Gentleman. I never had any con- 
mean that there should be an under-| versation on the subject of Egypt with 
standing whichshould be hostile to China, | M. Gambetta. 

but one which would not in any way! Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 


Supply. 


offend the susceptibilities of the Chinese. | The right hon. Baronet will forgive me 


He would now pass to the question of | 


Egypt, which had attracted some notice 
earlier in the afternoon. He ventured, 





for saying that never before have I heard 
made the statement which he has now 
made to the House. But whether the 


first, to offer to the hon. Member for| right hon. Baronet was personally re- 
North Lambeth, who made his first! sponsible or not—and of course he took 
speech in the House that afternoon, his| his word that he was not—there was 
sincere congratulations upon that speech. | not the slightest doubt that the Govern- 
Everyone who had heard the speech| ment of the day made an arrangement 





would feel that not only had the House 
gained by the presence of the hon. 


Member—a man distinguished for those | 


travels and enterprises which were so 
essential to our Imperial commercial 
development ; but also a man who would 
be an ornament to the Debates of the 
House. The hon. Gentleman criticised 
somewhat severely the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. He did not wish to be severe on 
the right hon. Baronet, but the right hon. 
Baronet had directed the Foreign Affairs 
of this country in the Gladstonian Gov- 
ernment of 1880-1885, and he was afraid 
the only verdict that could be passed on 
the policy of the right hon. Baronet at 
that time was that it was most disastrous 
to the interests of this country. He 
recognised that the right hon. Baronet 
had advanced very much in his Imperial 
views since that time, but in regard to 
such questions as Uganda the right hon. 


| with the French Government without 
consulting the other Powers ; they en- 
deavoured to enforce what was known 
as “the Joint Note” on the Khedive in 
January, 1882, and that fatal mistake 
had led to disaster after disaster, the 
effects of which still existed. These 
_were facts beyond all doubt, and what- 
ever the personal responsibility of the 
right hon. Baronet for that policy might 
have been, he was Under Secretary of 
State at the time he conducted the nego- 
tiations, he made every statement that 
was made to the House on‘ the subject, 
he supported that policy to the utmost ; 
and knowing that at the time the right 
hon. Baronet’s Chief was an amiable 
nobleman—but not a man with a strong 
foreign policy—the responsibility for 
Foreign Affairs, at the time, was 
generally attributed to the right hon. 
Baronet, and the right hon. Gentleman 
had never before denied that responsi- 





——~ Baronet was still painfully wrong. 








With | bility. All the disasters in the Soudan 
regard to Egypt, it should be remembered | happened under a Government in which 
that it was the right hon. Baronet who | the right hon. Gentleman represented 
forced the policy of the occupation of| Foreign Affairs in this House, and if he 
Egypt on the Gladstonian Administra-|were not personally responsible, he 
tion of 1880-1885. It was the right hon.| shared a grave measure of Ministerial 
Baronet who advocated the Franco-| responsibility for what had occurred. 
English Alliance leaving out of con-| Therefore his hon. Friend the Member 
sideration all the other Powers, and re-|for North Lambeth was quite justified 
versing the policy of Lord Beaconsfield, |in stating that the right hon. Baronet 
which led to our unfortunate entry into! was largely responsible for all the troubles 
Egypt. | and difficulties in the Soudan and Egypt. 

Sr CHARLES DILKE: No. | But what was the main fallacy of 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:} hon. Gentlemen who now abused our 
Has the right hon. Baronet forgotten) position in Egypt? They were think- 
his conversation with M. Gambetta, when | ing of a period 10 or 12 years ago. 
he entered into an arrangement about; They had lost sight of the enormous 
Egypt ? 'changes which had taken place since 
*Si CHARLES DILKE: I have| then throughout eastern and central 
contradicted that statement thirteen om Africa. We were ‘now on the very 
fourteen times when it was made by the!eve of establishing an African empire 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 
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of a character such as the world had 
never seen, and which would confer 
enormous benefits on Africa and enor- 
mous advantages to the commercial and 
political power of this country. Our 
great central possession, Uganda, had 
such great natural advantages that its 
benefit to this country could hardly be 
exaggerated. It was a fact beyond all 
dispute that our occupation of Egypt 
was absolutely necessary for the welfare 
eof that country. The evacuation of 
Egypt would mean the giving over of 
Egypt to one of two things—to anarchy 
or to the French, and he did not think 
British people would care to run either 
of these risks. But it was the great 
African empire of ours, which was ex- 
tending by leaps and bounds, that 
changed the whole position of our rela- 
tions with Africa and Egypt. In his 
opinion the statesman who would aban- 
don Egypt would commit an act most 
injurious to Egyptian civilisation, and 
most injurious to the future interests of 
this country in Africa and the East. He 
could not agree with the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, that the occupation of 
Egypt was of no naval or commercial 
~walue to us. Egypt might possibly be 
exacuated if we commanded an over- 
whelmingly superior naval force in the 
Mediterranean. But, as compared with 
France and Russia united, we did not 
~occupy that position. But our occupa- 
tion of Egypt meant the command by 
land of the Suez Canal, which was the 
road to India. Besides, our own com- 
merce with Egypt was enormous, and, 
as in Uganda we had a country of im- 
mense value and with great colonisation 
possibilities, he sincerely hoped that 
nothing the Government would do would 
weaken our hold upon Egypt and Africa. 
He now came to a subject of extreme deli- 
cacy—namely, our relations with Turkey, 
and our attitude in regard to what were 
known as the Armenian atrocities. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn had said 
that there was no authentic proof of the 
truth of a number of those tales. With 
that view he agreed. He had not seen, 
nor had he the opportunity of seeing, 
anything actually worthy of acceptance 
as proof of the horrible stories with 
which the world had been overwhelmed. 
He was not going to deny that there 
was truth in some of the stories. He 
was not informed on the _ subject, 
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but he sincerely hoped they were 
not true, and if they were true, he 
trusted the perpetrators of the outrages 
would be punished as they deserved. 
That was the attitude he had always 
held, and which he would always hold. 
But he could not shut his eyes to the 
fact that there were tremendous British 
interests at stake in any attempt to deal 
with Turkey and Armenia, which no 
man who valued our Eastern Empire 
could possibly overlook. Turkey, as a 
country, was a conglomeration of hete- 
rogeneous and hostile creeds and races 
which the world had never seen before. 
That was no fault of the Turks. He re- 
pudiated the wholesale vilification of the 
Sultan, the Government, and the people 
of Turkey that was now being indulged 
in. He knew something of the people 
of Turkey, and from experience he could 
say with the utmost confidence that 
the great mass was a simple-minded, 
honest, temperate. courageous, and hu- 
mane people. Their Government had 
always been singularly impartial and fair 
towards other religions. When the 
horrors of the Inquisition were disgrac- 
ing Spain and other parts of Europe, 
when the fires were burning at Smith- 
field, Protestants and Christians of 
all kinds found a _ perfect tolera- 
tion in Turkey, as they did to-day. 
The attempt to make this question a 
cause for a bitter anti-Mussulman cru- 
sade was most unjustifiable. Directly 
the news of these horrors became public, 
the Sultan appointed a commission of 
investigation and of his own motion 
invited the Great Powers to send repre- 
sentatives to the commission. He had 
dismissed two Pashas and had expressed 
his determination to punish the offenders 
and secure better government for the 
people of the districts disturbed. There 
was really no Armenia, for there was no 
province in Turkey in which the Arme- 
nians were not in a considerable minority. 
The country was very wild, and was the 
remotest part of the Turkish Empire ; 
and there had been for centuries here- 
ditary hostility between the Kurds and 
the Armenians. There had been mas- 
sacres and counter-massacres, raids and 
counter-raids. It was not fair to condemn 
the Turks and the Sultan without making 
allowances for the difficulties of the 
position. As to the pressure put on the 
Porte by the late Government, he was 
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glad to see any Government urging 
practicable reforms in some of the Turk- 
ish provinces. But it was very unfortu- 
nate that the late Government combined 
with France and with Russia — the 
hereditary enemy of Turkey—to coerce 
Turkey. Russia had no moral right to 
press reforms on Turkey, for the atroci- 
ties committed on the Jews in Russia 
were greater in quantity and as bad in 
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allying ourselves with the Powers which 
were the hereditary enemies of Turkey, 
and which were certainly not our heredi- 
tary friends. They were countermining 
British interests all over the world. As 
to the actual scheme of reforms which 
was pressed on the Porte three months 
ago, he wished to know whether the 
same scheme was being pressed by the 
present Government? That scheme was 


quality as the atrocities committed in| well-intentioned, but utterly absurd and 
Armenia. The atrocities committed on|impossible. It was impossible for the 
Turkish women and children by the | Sultan to accept such a scheme without 
Bulgarians in 1877-78 were very terri-| dealing a fatal blow at his sovereignty 
ble. The whole Mussulman population|and Empire. Besides establishing a 
were driven from their homes by the | dual control, it established no less than 
Bulgarian and Russian forces, and sub-| 17 new sets of officials for some of the 
jected to the most brutal and cruel | poorest provinces in Asia Minor. What 
outrages. Hundredsof thousands perished | those provinces wanted was a high com- 
in that awful flight, and he had seen the | missioner of character and determination 
public mosques and buildings in Con-| and a thoroughly efficient and well-paid 
stantinople crowded with the suffering police force. The scheme of the late 
and starving fugitives. Who could say | Government included a new High Com- 
but that some of the dark deeds done in| missioner, a Committee of Surveillance 
the Sassoon district were done by Turkish | over him, and a Permanent Commission 
soldiers who had seen their mothers and | of control in Constantinople, having the 
sisters massacred and maltreated by | right to communicate with the Foreign 
Christian troops 17 years before. All| Ambassadors directly and independently 
this ought to be considered by any ofthe Porte. Let the Committee imagine 
British Government which attempted to| what confusion would be established in 





coerce Turkey in conjunction with 
Russia. It was greatly for the interests 
of Russia and France to embroil Great | 
Britain with Turkey; and that should 
give her Majesty’s Government pause in | 
combining with Russia and France. It 
was said that while the Russian and 
French Ambassadors were working out-| 
wardly with the British Ambassador to | 
put pressure on the Porte, secret agents | 
were at the same time encouraging the | 
Sultan to resist the British demands, and 
promising him every support if he would 
only throw himself entirely upon the 
friendship of the Tsar. He did not say 
that those reports were true ; but such 
things were probable and had happened 
before. Our natural friends in Europe— 
the great Peace League of Central Europe 
—towhom we must look for support if any 
difficulty arose—were, when the late 
Government was in office, strongly 
opposed to this excessive coercion of 
Turkey. It was a bad sign that the 
policy should be supported by our} 
natural rivals and opposed by our) 
natural friends. He would rather see | 


the British Government acting on its | 


this country if foreign Powers were to 


\force on us a High Commissioner for 


Treland, a Committee of Surveillance over 


|him, and a Permanent Commission of 


control sitting in London—| Nationalist 
Cheers|—with a right to communicate 
directly with the Ambassadors of Ger- 
many, France and Russia. Was it 
reasonable to complain of delays and 
procrastinations on the part of the 
Turkish Government when such a scheme 
was pressed upon it? Besides the High 
Commissioner and the Permanent Com- 
mittee of Control, the scheme of the 
Powers proposed Special Judicial Com- 


missions, Special Commissions to 
inspect prisons, a Special Christian 
functionary attached to each Vali, 


Special Deputies for the Valis, Mutes- 
sariffs and Caimacams, Councils for the 
Nahies, Special Police for the Nahies, 
Preliminary Committee of Inquiry for 
for each town, a Tribal Officer for 
each vilayet, Special Property Com- 
mission, a Council of Ancients 
for each Nahie and an increase of the 
Justices of the Peace. A Nahie was a 
district consisting of 12 villages or so, 


own responsibility ; for we had quite| with some 500 houses; and each of 
sufficient influence with Turkey without | these was to provide and pay for a new 
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police force, to elect a suitable Mudir, 
who may be Mudir for only two years 
(in many places there was difficulty in 
finding any suitable man for the office), 
and also a deputy to the Mudir, and 
a secretary. Besides this the wretched 
Nahdie was to provide “special buildings 
for the communal buildings.” He did 
not believe that the Ottoman Empire 
was in a state of dissolution, but that 
the Ottoman Government was perfectly 
capable of maintaing peace in its terri- 
tory if it were not perpetually exposed 
to attacks from abroad. This was not a 
question of Mussulmans against Chris- 
tians, but of Government againstanarchy. 
Throughout the Turkish Empire the 
different Christian races and creeds hated 
each other more fiercely than their Turkish 
rulers. The Turkish rule had been 


moderating and controlling, and had| 


prevented the different races from ex- 
terminating one another. The Turk 
had always shown great religious tolera- 
tion for every race and creed. It was 
not internal dissension which threatened 
Turkey, but the attacks of the great 
European Powers. Only 17 years ago 
so strong was Turkey that not only was 
she able to resist the attacks of the 
Bulgarians, Servians, and Montenegrins, 
but she was within an ace of defeating 
the whole power of the Russian Empire. 
If it had not been for the compulsory 
support given to Russia by Roumania, 
Turkey would have won that great strug- 
gle. The Turkish Government was not 
one quarter so keenly opposed to the 
Bulgarian insurgents in Macedonia as 
were the Greeks, the Albanians, 
and other Christian races in Mace- 
donia. And they had more to fear 
from the Bulgarians, who, directly 
they obtained their independence, drove 
the Greek population out of Bulgaria. 
Above all, it should be remembered that 
British interests in the East were enor- 
mously bound up with the maintenance 
of a strong and independent Ottoman 
Empire. To the Turk alone could we 
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that these considerations would receive 
the care of Her Majesty’s Government. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said, 
that he was sorry to hear from the hon. 
Gentleman that he had no confidence 
in Lord Salisbury’s Government. 
[ Laughter. | 

Srr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
said nothing of the sort. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the hon. 
Mewber entirely disapproved of the joint 
Note which had been presented to Turkey. 
Who presented that note? 

Sr E, ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
The late Government. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that it was 
the present Government which made this 
requisition on the Porte. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I 
must correct the hon. Member. He is 
mixing up two things. What I said 
was that the late Government presented 
certain demands to the Porte, and those 
demands I criticised. I said distinctly 
that I had no proof that the same 
demands were now being pressed by the 
present Government. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The hon. Mem- 
ber says I have mixed up two things. 
The hon, Member has mixed up one 
thing. [Much Laughter.| Continuing, 
Mr. Healy said that it was quite true 
that a particular Note was addressed to 
Turkey by the late Government, but 
what had Lord Salisbury said no later 
than two days ago in the House of Lords 4 
The noble Lord said :— 


‘* We will persist in pressing upon the Porte 
the policy and demands of the late Govern- 
ment.”’ 


[Cheers.] The hon. Member did not pay 
Lord Salisbury the compliment of reading 
his speeches. [Laughter.| He himself 
read Lord Salisbury’s speeches ; and he 
ventured to say that, while the hon. 
Gentleman was purporting to make an 
attack on the late Government, he was 
really ready, stiletto in hand, to attack 
the present Government. [Cheers and 





look for practical support if ever our 
Indian Empire were attacked. The 
Turkish soldier was of quality unsur- 


'laughter.| It pained him to see dissen- 
‘sion and disagreement already setting in 
‘on the other side of the House. 





passed in the world; and as long as we |[Zaughter.| It pained him above all to 
were just to Turkey we could rely on the | see these defects of loyalty displayed by 
support of half-a-million of Turkish/|a gentleman who formerly occupied an 
soldiers in case of need. But what if| honoured post in a Conservative Govern- 
the fighting strength of Turkey were|ment. [Zaughter.] To his mind that 
thrown against us when the fate of our| made the ingratitude the blacker. [Re- 
Indian Empire was at stake? He hoped! mewed laughter.| Without knowing 
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anything of the views of Her Majesty’s 
Government, he believed that he could 
assure the hon. Gentleman that, if he 
would abstain from asking annoying and 
harassing questions, and from making 
long and contentious speeches in Com- 
mittee, the time would not be far distant 
when the hon. Member might find him- 
self again in the bosom of a happy family. 
[Laughter.| Could the hon. Member 
deny that he had attacked the present 
Government? Had he ever heard of a 
newspaper called England [laughter], 
which had attacked the present Govern- 
ment, its administration, policy, and 
personnel? He hoped the hon. Member 
would, however, allow him to thank him 
for the suggestion of France and Russia 
presenting a joint Note to Her Majesty’s 
Government on the subject of Ireland. 
It was a very proper and valuable 
suggestion ; and he had no doubt what- 
ever that the Turkish Government would 
reply to the note of England as presented 
on the subject of the bad administration 
of Armenia, ‘ What about the counties 
of Cork and Mayo?” He should watch 
the criticisms of the hon. Member on 
her Majesty’s Government as to foreign 
affairs ; but he trusted that in future he 
would moderate his tone in the House 
towards his Majesty's Government. 
[Laughter.| With regard to Uganda, 
he asked whether the time was approach- 
ing when compensation would be given 
to the Roman Catholic priests for the 
destruction of their missions. He con- 
gratulated the officers of the Government 
on the admirable way in which they had 
succeeded in procuring the release of the 
captives in Khartoum. It would be only 
fair to the officers who had been engaged 
in that work, that an expression of thanks 
should be tendered to them for the 
admirable service they had performed, 
and it should be in the power of the 
Government to pay any special mark of 
recognition to those brave men for the 
manner in which they had delivered the 
missionaries from a horrible captivity. 
[“‘ Hear, hear !” 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT ex- 
plained that the views he had laid before 
the House that afternoon were the 
views he had always entertained. He 
had made no attack on the Government, 
and he resented the imputation of 
motives which had been made by the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Gegorce Curzon Lancashire, 
Southport) : I desire to acknowledge the 
courtesy of the speeches which have been 
made, as well as of the questions which 
have been addressed tome. With refer- 
ence to the explanation of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Ecclesall, I certainly had no idea 
that he attacked the present Government, 
and Iam certain that no one on this Bench 
suspected him of having done so. The 
discussion has been a very interesting one, 
both on account of the wide range of the 
speeches which have been delivered, and 
still more because of the first contribu- 
tion to our debates of the hon. Member 
for North Lambeth. [Cheers.] Every- 
one, I am sure, listened with interest and 
admiration to his vigorous speech, and 
we look forward with pleasure to the 
hon. Member, with his unique knowledge 
on these subjects, finding frequent oppor- 
tunities to join in our disessions. J 
ought, however, to offer one word of 
explanation. With the exception of a 
notice from my hon. Friend the Member 
for the Ecclesall Division of Sheffield, I 
have not received warning from any hon. 
Member of any question that was going to 
be raised in this discussion, nor has there 
been a notice on the Paper that any 
reduction of the Vote was to be moved by 
an hon. Member. I do not make 
this remark in a tone of complaint, 
but in order to explain, if my reply is 
thought to be imperfect by the Committee, 
that any such defect will arise from my 
ignorance of the questions that were likely 
to be raised, as well as from the short 
space of time that has been at the dis- 
posal of the Government for getting 
hold of the various threads of Foreign 
Policy. More than one speaker has 
complained with reference to Foreign 
Office affairs that the advance is 
slow. That is always the opinion 
of those who look at the movement of 
the machine from the outside. It 
is only when one is acquainted with the 
actual steps that have been taken, that 
the progress which may have seemed 
to be so slow, appears in a somewhat 
different light. But I am gratified to 
observe the tokens of confidence which 
have been given to the present Admin- 
istration during their short tenure of 
Office. The right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean asked, 
during the Debate on the Address, 
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whether further papers would be laid 
before Parliament dealing with Siam. 
It is not yet a year ago since the last 
instalment of papers was laid before 
Parliament by the late Government, and 
the interval has been occupied for the 
most part with the geographical exam- 
inations connected with the buffer State 
on the Upper Mekong. The British 
Commissioner has only just returned to 
this country, and his Report only came 
into the hands of the Government a few- 
days ago. It would, therefore, be prema- 
ture to offer any papers at a timewhen the 
discussions connected with the buffer 
State are in an immature condition. 
The hon. Member for North Monmouth- 
shire asked for a statement of policy from 
the Government about this buffer State. 
I have already said that the Report of the 
Commissioner has only just been put into 
print, and the fact thatithas not yet been 
considered by the Government renders it 
impossible for me to state what their 
future policy as to a buffer State 
will be. The hon. Member also asked 
what was our position with regard to the 
trans-Mekong Shan States, and I am 
able to give the House more exact 
information on that point. Our posi- 
tion beyond the Mekong is one which 
has repeatedly been asserted by the 
Government in Parliament, and the 
clearest statements of our claims have 
been more than once made to the 
French Government. The hon. Member 
for the Ecclesall Division of Sheffield 
spoke about a French force in occupa- 
tion of Mongsing, the capital of the 
State of Keng Cheng. No such 
foree has ever been there. On the 
contrary, there has been in occupa- 
tion in this State for some months a 
detachment of Anglo-Indian troops 
under British officers, and this is a signi- 
ficant declaration of the views of owner- 
ship entertained by the Government. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean pressed for some further 
declaration as to the general policy of 
the Government with regard to Siam. 
It is perfectly competent for me to 
satisfy the right hon. Gentleman as to 
general principles. Those principles are, 
in the first place, the vindication of 
the interests, political and commercial, of 
Great Britain in Siam; secondly, the 
procuring of safeguards for the continued 
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been repeatedly given, not merely in this 
House, but by responsible representa- 
tives of the French Government. We 
hope that those two principles may be 
kept in view and acted upon with a 
perfect maintenance of the amicable 
relations with the only other Great Power 
interested in Siam, with whom we have 
no desire to quarrel. A question was 
asked as to the Anglo-Chinese Conven- 
tion in relation to the upper parts of the 
Mekong. The hon. Member has read 
the reports in the French newspapers as 
to the Treaty. Whether they are true 
or not I cannot say, but the text of the 
Treaty is not in our possession, and it 
has not been ratified. As to possible 
commercial or mining concessions in 
those parts of the world, he may rely 
upon it that Her Majesty’s Government 
will keep a close watch over the inte- 
rests of British industry and trade in 
those parts, and under the most 
favoured-nation clause we should expect to 
be the sharers of any advantages that may 
accrue. The right hon. Baronet next 


asked about the expedition of Majar— 


Cunningham which has recently pursued 
Kabarega and advanced into the 
regions of the Upper Nile. I see that 
a question is to be put to me on Friday, 
and I will defer the answer on that 
point until then. I next pass to the 
question of slavery in the Islands of 
Pemba and Zanzibar. The right hon. 
Baronet gave an account of the pro- 
ceedings on this question in the last 
Session of the late Parliament, and he 
complained that nothing had been done 
up to the present time. The right hon. 
Gentleman cannot be aware of the 
weekly communications, both by letter 
and telegram, between Her Majesty’s 
Government and Mr. Hardinge. 

*Sirr CHARLES DILKE: I com- 
plained that nothing had been done, 
that no action had been taken. 

*Mr. CURZON: No one_ knows 
better than the right hon. Gentleman how 
serious are the rival considerations which 
have to be weighed in these matters. 
There is a question which we ourselves 
found very difficult in our own country 
in the early part of the century, namely, 
the compensation to slave-owners ; and, 
further, there is the question of loss of 
revenue to the Zanzibar Government. 





autonomy and territorial integrity of that 
country, about which assurances have 
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All these are matters which require very 


,careful and cautious handling ; but the 
‘matter is not being lost sight of, and I 
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hope, at a later date, to be able to give 
some further information on the matter. 
While on the subject of slavery, I may 
say that, although the right hon. Baronet 
enlarged on the evils of plantation 
slavery, there is another aspect of 
the question— namely, slave-raiding, 
which is at least of equal, if not of 
greater, importance, and with the horrors 
connected with which, in various parts 
of Africa under the protectorate of the 
British Crown, the Government is doing 
its best to grapple. I now pass to the 
question of Armenia. Upon this point 
I think I was relieved by the right hon. 
xyentleman the Member for Aberdeen 
from the necessity of making any obser- 
vations this afternoon. Speaking with 
the great authority which he possesses 
—not merely as a former Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs, but also as one 
of the greatest authorities in England 
upon the matter—he deprecated discus- 
sion at this moment on the ground of the 
critical nature of the situation. It is 
undoubtedly a moment in which reserve 
is desirable ; but I am greatly gratified 
to find, from the references made this 
afternoon, that, on the whole, the action 
taken by the Government meets with 
support from both sides of the House. 
I may, perhaps, without deviating from 
the line of general reticence on this 
subject, allude to one or two specific 
questions addressed to me. I do not 
follow my hon. Friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn into his learned _his- 
torical disquisition about the history and 
the meaning of the Treaty of Berlin ; but 
I must say one word on the observation 
he made with reference to our co-opera- 
tion with France and Russia in this 
matter. That.isa co-operation for which 
he appeared very severely to blame Her 
Majesty’s present advisers ; but it was a 
co-operation instituted by the late Govern- 
ment, and is a legacy of their policy 
which Lord Salisbury found on entering 
office, and which the Government felt 
it incumbent upon them to endeavour to 
prosecute to a successful issue. [‘ Hear, 
hear! ”|] He _ hinted 


, France and Russia, and seems sur- 
prised at our co-operation with these 
particular Powers. That co-operation 
arose in a very simple manner. 


| France and Russia, with Great Britain, 
‘were the sole European Powers who, at 
that time, had Consular representatives 


Mr. Curzon. 


indirectly at 
some dark clandestine agreement with | 
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in the regions where these atrocities 
occurred, and it was therefore extremely 
natural that the representatives of those 
Powers should be instructed to act 
together in inquiring into and inves- 
tigating the nature of those charges ; and 
from that simple, and, as I think, proper 
beginning arose the co-operation with 
the Ambassadors of those two great 
Powers—a co-operation not interrupted 
up to the present moment, and to the 
successfu, continuation of which Her 
Majesty’s Government look. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] Then the hon. Member went 
on to accuse Lord Salisbury of a change 
of policy. Well, it is not for me to stand 
here and defend Lord Salisbury from 
these charges ; but at least it is my duty 
to point out that Lord Salisbury has only 
endeavoured to carry out the obligations 
of the Treaty of Berlin, of which 
instrument he was one of the signatory 
plenipotentiaries on behalf of this 
country. To any question as to the 
views or policy of Lord ~ Salisbury a 
sufficient answer will, I think, be found 
in the speech he himself delivered a few 
days ago in another place. Another 
question was asked, by the Member for 
Sheffield, I think, as to the scheme of 
reforms which had been presented to 
the Turkish Government. Of course it 
is true that this scheme of reforms was 
drawn up when the late Government was 
in power by the Ambassadors at Constan- 
tinople and presented to the Sultan, and 
naturally, therefore, discussion upon the 
point, and the replies of the Porte with 
reference to it have been directed to this 
scheme of reforms, and nothing could 
have been more premature or more 
unwise than if Her Majesty’s Government, 
immediately on coming into power, be- 
fore they had time to pursueall the ramifi- 
cations of this question, had superseded 
a policy and plan of reforms suggested by 
their predecessors and started another on 
theirownaccount. Iam sure he will recog- 
nise that as much as anyone. There 
is one other point about Armenia, and 
that is as to the publication of papers. 
Mr. BRYCE: I do not desire to 
elicit any declaration at this moment. 
*Mr. CURZON: That explanation 
enables me to dispense with any further 
observations. I pass from the question 
of Armenia to that of West Africa. 
The hon. Member for the Holderness 
Division of Yorkshire asked for some 
information about French movements in 
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the bend of the Niger river. The latest 
information we have about the expedi- 
tiens to which he refers is that the 
es p:ditions and the officers commanding 
them have returned to France; and in 
connection with our own position I may 


{21 Aveusr 1895} 





inform him that we have made the 
fullest reservation to the French Govern- | 
ment of the rights we have acquired by’ 
treaties negotiated on behalf of this. 
country. He complained somewhat | 
of a want of uniformity and sim- | 
plicity in our various jurisdictions in| 
Eastern and Western Africa. That is| 
to some extent true. Uniformity of | 
jurisdiction can only come in time. After | 
all we have only just commenced this 
work in Africa. We are there building | 
up, as we believe, an edifice which I hope | 
will be solid in its foundations and fair 
in outline, and if at the present moment | 
there are architectural or structural | 
anomalies which strike the attention of | 
those who observe it, we hope in time they 
may be remedied and greater uniformity of 
administration may be attained. I pass | 
next to a question about which I did} 
not intend to say one word, but about | 
which I shall make a few observations, | 
lest it should be thought that certain | 
remarks made in the course of the dis-| 
cussion to-day represent either the views | 
of the House or the Government—the | 
question of the occupation of Egypt. 
this point all that I desire to say is 
this, that the Government accept and) 
will continue the policy which was pur-| 
sued, at any rate in office—I do not 
make any wider statement—by the late 
Government. In their opinion, the con- 
ditions laid down as the conditions under | 
which evacuation might be possible cer- | 
tainly have not yet “been fulfilled, nor | 
has the time arrived for a reconsidera-| 
tion of the subject. There are, in con- 
nection with Africa, two subsidiary 
matters upon which information has been 
sought. As to the advantages, political 
and commercial, to be expected from the 
Uganda railway, I am in entire accord 
with the able statement of the hon. 
Member for North Lambeth. The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest | 
of Deanasked whether the supplementary | | 
estimate for £20,000 for preliminary | 
operations in connection with the railway | 
would be taken independently or in 
Class 5. 
*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said there. 


| 





was a Report of a Committee on the’ press for further information. 
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scheme of railways proposed by the 
Government, and he desired to know 
whether the Government accepted the 
Report of the Committee. Would a 
statement be made in papers or under a 
separate Vote ? 

*Mr. CURZON : The matter has not 
been finally decided by the Government, 
but I hope to be in a position to give 
information when the Vote is taken, 
which will be as a supplementary 
Vote at the end of Class 5. The 
hon. Member for Louth asked a ques- 
tion about compensation to Catholic 
| priests in Uganda. It is quite true that 
this was part of the general scheme of 
the proposed negotiations with France 
which, unfortunately, broke down. It 
is a matter which will not be lost sight 


of. He also alluded to a matter which, I 


am sure, stirred a chord of hearty apprecia- 
tion and admiration in the breasts of 
everyone who heard him—namely, the 


gallant release, during thelast year or two, 
| of more than one European prisoner leftso 


long in captivity and in the hands of the 
Mahdi. He seems to think that some ex- 
| pression of thanks to the officers who have 
been responsible for organising the ar- 
rangements for the release would be 
acceptable to them. I have no objection 
to such an expression being given, and 
when he went further, and suggested that 
some special recognition might be given 


| to the officers responsible for this daring 


and successful piece of strategy, I think 
that also is a matter which fully deserves 
attention in the right quarter. Mr. 
Lowther, I think I have now covered 
the entire field of action over which the 
discussion has ranged. 

Captain BETHELL asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had any in- 
formation as to the existence of the 
expedition with which we had _ been 
threatened, and whether any definite 
and distinct step had been made to settle 
a difficult question between France and 
ourselves with reference to the Upper 
Nile? 

*Mr. CURZON: As far as our infor- | 
mation goes, we have no knowledge of 
any expedition to the Upper Nile. As 
to the second point, it would be prema. 
ture to make any statement as to the 
negotiations with France. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL said that the 
House had heard a reply on one 
| question as to which he should like to 
He could 
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not fail to recognise the grave distinction 
there was between the present attitude 
of the Government and that which they 
assumed a few months ago, when they 
occupied the Front Opposition Bench, on 
the question of slavery in Zanzibar. In 
February last a Supplementary Estimate 
was brought forward to provide a certain 
amount of money for the purpose of 
putting down slavery in Zanzibar. This 
was met by an Amendment by an hon. 
Member for one of the divisions of 
Northumberland, who moved a reductlon 
of the Vote in order to emphasise his 
dissatisfaction with the action of the 
late Liberal Goverment in not having 
already put an end to slavery in Zanzibar. 
The reply of the then Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs was that an inquiry 
had been already ordered—not as to 
whether it should be abolished, which 
was taken for granted— but as to how it 
should be done. The Under Secretary 
asked the hon. Member ‘to be content 
with that assurance, and gave a pledge 
that, with the least possible delay, sla- 
very in Zanzibar would be a thing of the 
past. The hon. Member was satisfied 
with that declaration, and desired to 
withdraw the Amendment; but the 
occupants of the Front Opposition Bench 
would not hear of withdrawal, and they 
said that the Government had neglected 
anopportunity of abolishing slavery. The 
right bon. Member for West Birmingham, 
in pretty strong language, condemned 
the Government for having allowed 
delay to take place. They were told by 
the Under Secretary, as they had been 
told that day, that the prosecution of the 
question could not be hurried owing to 
a number of considerations that had to 
be taken into account. The occupants 
of the Front Opposition Bench: “In two 
years you have practically done nothing 
at all, and slavery lasts as it did three 
years ago.” There was no comparison 
between the question of slavery in our 
Colonies and slavery in Zanzibar. There 
it was admitted by all parties to be 
illegal, and since 1861 we had been using 
pressure to put it down. From year to 
year this had gone on, and now the House 
received the same reply it had often 
received before, namely: that there 
were questions which required considera- 
tion and prevented anything being done 
with haste. There was no doubt that 
slavery ought to be put down in Zanzi- 
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power to put it down. He pressed the 
Under Secretary to tell them whether 


the Government had _ received the 
report as to the manner in which slavery 
was to be put down. They had been 
told that as soon as soon as it was 
received. negotiations would be set on 
foot with a view to abolition, and that, 
if the report were unfavourable, Govern- 
ment would act on their own initiative, 
Were matters to be allowed to stand 
still, and were they next year to 
receive the same reply they had now 
received? The present Government had 
practically adopted the attitude of the 
late Government, but, after the indigna- 
tion they displayed at the inaction of 
the Liberal Government, they ought now 
to declare whether they still entertained 
the views they expressed in Opposition. 
and what they were going to do to give 
effect to them. The present Secretary 
to the Treasury condemned not only the 
Liberal Government but also his own 
Leaders, and said that both Front 
Benches were to blame. The right hon. 
Baronet was correct in declaring that 
nothing had been done, and, as this was 
not a Party question, they were entitled 
to hear from the Government a declara- 
tion of what they intended to do. As 
to Armenia there appeared to be a 
general agreement that the question was 
safe in the hands of the Government, and 
no one desired to increase their difficulties 
by extending the range of debate. 
But there was a disposition in some 
quarters to throw doubt on the reports 
that had been received of atrocities in 
Armenia, although they appeared to be 
absolutely confirmed by evidence coming 
from many different sources. In these 
circumstances, could not the Government 
publish the Consular Reports they had 
received ? Indeed, they seemed to incur 
some responsibility by keeping them 
back. He was surprised that such a 
friend of Armenia as the right hon. 
Member for Aberdeenshire could not 
persuade the Liberal Government to issue 
them. The reports of the Consuls in 
other countries were published ; and why 
should those of our Consuls in Armenia 
be withheld? On the subject of the 
evacuation of Egypt, he did not agree 
with some of his Friends, and _ hitherto 
he had not seen his way to give a vote im 
favour of evacuation. It was admitted 
that this question was a source of trouble 





bar, and that the Government had the 
Mr, J. H. Dalziel. 


in our relations with France, and that 
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we were bound in honour to withdraw 
when we could do so with safety. Some 
years ago Lord Salisbury was prepared 
to name a day for our withdrawal. Had 
not the time arrived when the Govern- 
ment might with advantage institute 
some inquiry as to the possibility of our 
withdrawing? They might have an in- 
dependent inquiry into the condition of 
Egypt, or they might take the initiative 
in bringing together the representatives 
of the Powers. They could no longer 
maintain an attitude of point-blank 
denial, and ought to declare that it was 
their desire to withdraw as soon as we 
could do so with safety to Egypt and 
credit to ourselves. 

Me. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) de- 
sired to ask for further informa- 
tion with regard to recent incidents 
in Macedonia; any reports that would 
throw light on what was going on 
there would be received with satisfaction. 
The hon. Member for North Lambeth 
said that the Uganda Railway was the 
key to the position in regard to Egypt, 
and a most significant sentence fell from 
the Treasury bench when it was said 
that her Majesty’s Government were 
quite in accord with the hon. Member for 
North Lambeth in that view. When the 
House voted the Uganda Railway they 
were told that it would be a useful step 
in the interest of trade, but the hon. 
Member for North Lambeth said that 
the moment it was completed it would be 

fused as the starting point from which 
| this country would move to take posses- 


| sion of the mighty Empire of the Soudan. 


The hon. Member went on to say that 
when we had taken possession of the 
Empire and had presented it to the 
Khedive we might say our work in Egypt 
was finished. He put it to the Under 
Secretary whether the Government ac- 
cepted that policy in its entirety. The 
word “might” had now been used for 
the first time in regard to the evacuation 
of Egypt. Had that word been deli- 
berately chosen? Was there any change 
of policy ? . 

*Mr. CURZON: I will read the words 
I used. I wrote them down before I 
spoke. They were as follows: The con- 


ditions which have been laid down as 

the conditions under which evacuation 

might be possible have not yet been 
\ fulfilled. 

Mr. LOUGH : Yes, that is my point. 

If the hon. 


The word “ might ” is new. 
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Member would substitute for it the word 
“ would,” it would have a reassuring effect 
on the House. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH confessed 
that he had hoped after what took place 
last September, that some better answer 
would have been given on the subject of 
the question asked by his hon. Friend 
the Member for Kirkcaldy’ Burghs ; 
especially in view of the action of his 
right hon. Friend the Member for West 
Birmingham last September in objecting 
to the withdrawal of the motion under 
which the late Government made almost 
precisely the same answer as that given 
to-day. He confessed he had hoped that 
they would have got a step farther to- 
day. He did not know whether the hon. 
Member who raised the question was 
satisfied, but if he went to a division he 
would be bound to support him. Of 
course the House welcomed the hon. 
Member for North Lambeth as an 
authority with regard to the evacuation 


question, but he thought the hon. 
Member had gone rather far in 
what he said about Zanzibar. He 
thought the hon. Member’ was 


rather trading on his reputation when 
he compared the slavery in Zanzibar 
and Pemba with what had been done 
in the Soudan. Again, the hon. Member 
tried to frighten the House by talking 
of the possible outbreak of atrocities in 
Zanzibar. He would like to quote the 
view of Mr. Hardinge. In his last 
despatch that Gentleman, after pointing 
out that the difficulties were almost 
entirely connected with Revenue, said he 
would respectfully ask that a sufficient 
Naval Force should be at hand—by that 
he meant a gun-boat. He did not, he 
said, anticipate any popular rising, but 
there might be a turbulent disposition 
amongst the natives, which a slight 
display of force would silence at once. 
He submitted that the view of the hon. 
Member was entirely exaggerated, and 
he hoped the whole opinion of the 
country in regard to slavery might once 
more prevail, and that the Government 
might once more be encouraged to over- 
come with a strong hand the difficulties 
that had been raised. 

*Mr. CURZON said, with regard to 
the complaints that had been made as 
to the old official answer having been 
made on the question of slavery in 
Pemba and Zanzibar, he had no idea 
that question would he raised. If the 
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hon. Member who raised it had given 
him notice he might have provided him- 
self with more information. So far as 
he knew there was no desire on the part 
of the Government to adopt a policy of 
stagnation in this matter. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”| They were in communication 
with Mr. Hardinge on the point, but 
really, when they had only been in office 
for three weeks since the Election, it was a 
little too much to expect that they should 
have arrived at a decision on all the 
topics which had been raised by hon. 
Members. [‘ Hear, hear!”] Since the 
Debate last Session the Government 
had taken the very best step they could 
against the slave trade—namely, by 
starting the Uganda Railway. [“ Hear, 
jhear!”] With regard to the non-pro- 
‘duction of the reports in connection with 
the alleged outrages in Armenia, that 
question was not quite such an easy one 
as hon. Members seemed to imagine. 
The publication of the reports might be 
fraught with considerable danger to 
the persons mentioned in them. 
Another hon. Member had asked for 
information about incidents that had 
occurred on the Macedonian frontier. 
It was true that there had been move- 
ments of marauding bands across the 
frontier, that villages had been attacked, 
and that there had been fighting. 
Very serious {representations had been 
continually addressed by Her Majesty’s 
Government and the representatives of 
the Governments of other European 
Powers to the Bulgarian Government, 
urging upon them the wisdom of 
restraining these movements, and there 
was every reason to believe that those 
representations had had effect, and that 
the movements would subside before 
they had attained any serious dimen- 
sions. [* Hear, hear! ” 

Mr. DALZIEL did not think there 
would be any advantage in taking a 
Division. If they had acted on the 
example set by right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite a few months ago, they would 
certainly take a Division; but if the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
say that the attitude of the present 
Government with regard to this ques- 
tion was precisely the same as that of 
the previous Government, they might, 
he thought, fairly leave the matter as it 
stood. If, however, this was to be a 
case of ‘‘ go as you please,” it would not 
be satisfactory at all; but if the right 
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hon. Gentleman would say that the 
position of the Government was un- 
changed, then he thought they might 
fairly give them a few months longer to 
carry out that policy. 

*Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.), said, 
he remembered that on the occasion 
when the question of Slavery in 
Zanzibar was last discussed, a Division 
was taken by the then Opposition on 
the very ground that the then Govern- 
ment yave no distinct assurance. He 
pressed the Government for a satis- 
factory assurance of their intention to 
do all in.their power to suppress slavery 
in Zanzibar, and moved the reduction of 
the vote by £1,000. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.) said, that when the sub- 
ject was before the House in the last 
Parliament he urged that the carrying 
out of the resolution of the Brussels Con- 
ference to improve communication with 
the interio: of Africa, especially by the 
construction of a railway to Uganda, 
would be the most effective way of 
stopping the traffic in slaves. The 
number of these wretched creatures who 
were put on board ship on the coast was 
nothing compared with those who were 
consigned to miserable servitude in the 
interior. He still held that the making 
of a railway into the interior would be 
the most powerful blow that could be 
struck at this accursed traffic. Because 
the late Government avowedly fell away 
from the policy of carrying out the 
Resolution of the Brussels Conference, 
which Lord Salisbury had recognised, he 
voted against them in the Division in the 
last Parliament. The abolition of the 
status of slavery in Zanzibar or the 
tratlic in slaves on the coast should not 
be the main object in view, but the 
suppression of slavery at its source in 
the interior. The steps that the present 
Government were taking in the matter 
ought to secure them against the ill- 
timed attacks which had been made 
upon them. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the 
speeches of the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham and of the Secretary 
to the Treasury, when the subject was 
considered in the last Parliament, showed 
that the Division did not turn on the 
making of the railway to Uganda, but 
on the question whether or not, in the 
opinion of the Committee, slavery should 





be allowed to go on. 
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Mr. B. L. COHEN (Islington, E.) 
said, he should support the Government. 
While desirous of ending the horrors of 
slavery, he did not think it fair or 
reasonable to press the Government at 
once to redress grievances which for 
three years hon. Members opposite bore, 
if not with indifference, at any rate in 
silence. 

Mr. FLYNN urged that to express 
the feelings of the Committee as to the 
continuance of the slave trade and their 
dissatisfaction with the attitude of the 
Government a Division was as necessary 
now as in March last. 

Mr. DALZIEL pressed the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs to say 
whether the Government would stand by 
the pledge given by their predecessors 
that, with the least possible delay, they 
would put an end to this slavery. The 
matter could not be left where it was. 
*Mr. H. M. STANLEY rose to make 
a brief personal explanation. He had 
not the slightest recollection of having 
said anything to inspire an hon. Friend, 
who had spoken, to charge him with 
trading on his reputation in the House. 
He begged his hon. Friend not to 
make such remarks in the future. 
[Laughter.| Slavery in Zanzibar and 
Pemba was comparatively a trifling 
detail that might be left altogether to the 
Consular officials and Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment to settle when the time had 
arrived. It could be stopped summarily 
any day that Her Majesty's Government 
chose. But what he desired to stop was 
this hasty impulse on the part of a few 
fanatics to drive the Government into 
a rash course of action. 

Mr. DALZIEL: The right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham (Mr. 
Joseph Chamberlain), for instance. 

*Mr. H. M. STANLEY wished to 
give hon. Members opposite two object 
lessons for the purpose of showing the 
evils that might be brought about by_ 
hasty action on the part of a Govern 
ment in dealing with these matters. 
The rash fanaticism which prevailed 
among a section of that House sent 
poor Gordon with a white wand to 
Central Africa to suppress slavery. 
They thought it possible for one human 
being to accomplish that feat, and hav- 
ing sent that poor man there without 
any help they absolutely seemed 


surprised when he called out for help 
from Khartoum. The result was that 
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the Soudan was now a wreck. That was 
the effect of the rashness of hon. Mem- 
bers on the opposite side of the House, 
who were urged on by a society to whose 
demands they were ready to-day to give 
attention. [“ Hear, hear!”] The second 
object lesson was that at one time in the 
Congo Basin in West Africa some 50,000 
persons were slaughtered every year in 
consequence of the slave trade. We went 
at our work there, patiently establishing 
our communications and forts, and creep- 
ing nearer and nearer to the centre of the 
slave trade, and then when everything was 
ready the word was given, and at this 
moment there was not a single slave 
trader in that part of Africa. In the 
same way, before proceeding to operations 
in East Africa, it would be necessary to 
make our communications to the Lake, 
and by placing our steamers on the lake, 
and scattering our agents up and down 
the country, we should be in a position 
to take action when the word was given, 
and it would be found in a very short 
time that not a single slave could be 
carried to the coast, or to Pemba and 
Zanzibar. In the meantime these two 
little islands had better be left to the 
judicious care of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment rather than be subjected to violent 
action. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry, 
W.) said, he thought that the House 
would be inclined to agree with the hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken. Un- 
fortunately, however, travellers differed 
in their accounts with regard to slavery 
in East Africa. The right hon. Member 
for Preston (Mr. Hanbury) had ad- 
dressed the House on this subject as 
recently as the 8th of March last, when 
he stated that the then Government 
were to blame in the matter of this 
slavery in Zanzibar and Pemba, that he 
had travelled a great deal in that 
country, and that he had never met 
with slavery in such an aggravated form 
as in Pemba, and that England was 
entirely responsible for the fact, because 
under her rule slavery had increased. 
He was not going to blame the present 
Government in particular for that in- 
crease in slavery. 

An Hon. Memper: Whose Govern- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. KNOX said, the Government who 
were responsible for our policy in Zanzi- 
bar and Pemba. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had gone on to contrast the policy 
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which we pursued in West Africa with 
that which we pursued in East Africa, 
and that in the latter place that policy 
had greatly increased the horrors of the 
slave trade. They were frequently re- 
minded of the expense that would be 
caused by an attempt to put down 
slavery in Zanzibar and Pemba, but we 
were increasing the eventual cost of 
abolishing slavery in that part of Africa 
when we allowed the number of slavers 
to be increased for whom we should 
eventually have to pay compensation. 
With regard to the recent expedition to 
West Africa, he must say that it was a 
hateful thing that British sailors had 
been employed in hunting down fugitive 
slaves. He supposed that a fugitive 
slave was no worse than any other man, 
and our Government ought to be 
ashamed of hunting down such slaves in 
the West of Africa. That expedition had 
the lives of many men and a great sum 
of money, and in his opinion it would be 
cheaper in the long run for the Govern- 
ment at once to take steps to abolish 
slavery in all territories which were under 
their control. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
pressed for immediate action on the part 
of the Government in the matter. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thought that 
it was altogether unreasonable to de- 
mand that Her Majesty’s Government, 
after having been only two or three 
weeks in office, should take immediate 
steps for the suppression of the slave 
trade. It had taken years for the right 
hon. Gentleman the late Member for 
Midlothian to abolish slavery in our own 
West Indian isles, and to put £30,000 
into the pocket of his family. If steps 
to abolish slavery were taken without 
due consideration, we should give rise to 
greater evils than those we sought tocure. 
He remembered hearing a story of a slave 
who jumped overboard from a British 
steamer on the Nile and returned into 
slavery at the request of his master. 
[Laughter.] He would suggest to hon. 
Members a consideration of that touching 
story in the New Testament about the 


two servants, one of whom said “TI go,” | 


but went not; thus did the late Govern- 
ment. The other said “I come not,” 
but afterwards repented and came ; that 
is what the present Government would 
do if they were given time. He would 
unhesitatingly vote against this most 
Mr. Vesey Knox. 
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ill-advised Motion, which called for imme- 
diate action in a case where immediate 
action could not be taken. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness) said, he 
should support the hon. Member for 
Partick (Mr. Parker Smith.) The late 
Government refused to act. They re- 
fused to give a pledge to the House of 
Commons that they would see that the 
law was carried out in Zanzibar. In 1873, 
the late Sultan of Zanzibar passed a law 
for preventing any new slaves going into 
the Islandsof Zanzibar and Pemba, but Sir 
John Kirk had stated that the number 
of slaves had been trebled The argu- 
ment was brought forward that any 
change would lessen the revenue of 
Zanzibar by interfering with the spice 
cultivation, and it was hinted that we 
should have to pay for it. There were 
three kinds of slavery. He agreed with 
those who were of opinion that no Gov- 
ernment could put down the domestic 
slavery which was commun to all 
Mahommedan countries. Neither did 
they now propose to touch the slaves 
engaged in transport work. They simply 
desired to dea] with plantation slaves, a 
class of men, the bulk of whom were 
illegally being brought into the islands 
from our own Nyassa Protectorate. 
The efforts to put down the slave 
stealers had caused the loss of several 
valuable officers. The case put was this. 
When Great Britain had very little in- 
fluence indeed, during the time-‘of the 
late Sultan of Zanzibar, a law was passed 
to prevent those slaves from coming 
into the islands, yet they had heard on 
good authority that the number of them 
had been trebled. Would the Govern- 
ment use their influence, firstly, in 
seeing that the old law was carried 
out, and secondly, that the secret 
law of 1892—a reactionary law in 
favour of slavery—should be changed, 
and that every influence should 
be brought to bear ia Zanzibar to put 
down slavery. If the Government would 
give that assurance, he did not think 
there would be any necessity for dividing 
the Committee. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn (Mr. Gibson Bowles) who 
voted against the late Government in 
the spring, had told them that he 
intended to vote with the present Gov- 
ernment on the same subject now. 
[Lauyhter.| Even if the aolition of 
slavery resulted in some loss to the 
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revenues of Zanzibar, he thought that 
the Government of the Sultan was rich 
enough to bear that loss. The Member 
for North Lambeth (Mr. H. M. Stanley) 
had urged the supporters of this Amend- 
ment not to be in a hurry, but they had 
been so urged for the last 10 years. 
[“ Hear, hear ! ”| In conclusion, he ex- 


pressed a hope that the First Lord of | 


the Treasury would give the Committee 
an assurance that slavery should cease in 
East Africa and the adjacent islands, as 
it had ceased in the Congo Free State. 
Tne FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manches- 
ter, E.): This reduction is, as I under- 
stand, proposed with a view of express- 
ing condemnation of the alleged laxity 
of the present Government in regard to 
slavery in Zanzibar and Pemba. 
what are the facts? We came into office 
a little more than a month ago. Up to 
the end of last month we were engaged 
in work elsewhere. We are three weeks 
by post from Zanzibar, and, under these 
circumstances, we are required, not only 
to express our adhesion to the policy 
which we hold in common with our pre- 
decessors, and in common with every 
Government that has held rule in this 
country—namely, that of abolishing 
slavery in every part of the world to 
which our influence extends, a declara- 
tion which I should have hoped was 
caste ipsa hear !”)—but we 
are also called upon to lay a detailed 
plan before the Committee with regard 
to the particular machinery and methods 
by which the abolition of slavery in East 
Africa is to beaccomplished. That is an 
unreasonable demand to make upon us 
or upon any Government situated as we 
are. [‘ Hear, hear!”|] The question of 
slavery on the East Coast of Africa is 
one that has long engaged the attention 
of Governments drawn from both sides 
of the House, and in the Debate of last 
February, to which reference has so often 
been made this afternoon, we pressed this 
question on the Government of the day. 
We think now, as we thought then, that 
one of the greatest steps towards doing 
away with slavery in that part of Africa 
will have been made by the construction 
of the railway between the East Coast 


and Uganda. [Cheers.| In February 
last the Government of the day 
showed apparent reluctance to em- 


bark in the construction of that 
railway, and we knew nothing from 
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their public declarations that would 
have led us to expect that they intended 
to do so. It was not till some months 
later that we were informed that they 
intended to carry out the policy which 
we had all along pressed upon them, 
namely, the policy of a railway between 
the East Coast and the interior of Africa 
in that region. We are pressing on that 
railway as fast as it can be pressed on. 
[Cheers.| No time has been lost, and I 
have every hope that the first actual 
steps of construction may not now be 
very long delayed. I quite agree that 
even then, when the railway has been 
built, the question of slavery would not 
be completely solved, and that there is a 
large number of slaves on the islands of 


| Zanzibar and Pemba whose fate would 


But | 


not be mitigated by any action which 
we might take on the mainland; but 
we do not yield to any of our predecessors 
in a desire to put down the slave trade, 
and any steps that can reasonably be 
asked of us we sha!] be willing and glad 
to take. [Cheers.] But, in the present 
circumstances, to ask u , as we are asked 
by this Amendment, to take immediate 
action in regard to a place from which 
we have not yet been in office long 
enough to receive despatches, and to 
require us to fulfil an obligation which 
no Administration, situated as we are, 
could possibly be expected to fulfil, is, I 
think the Committee will feel, to make 
wholly unreasonable demand upon us ; 
and I trust, after the declaration I have 
now made, that we shall not be put to 
the trouble of dividing upon it. [‘‘ Hear, 
hear !” 

Mr. PARKER SMITH said he 
desired to make a personal explanation. 
He regretted to find that, in some words 
which he uttered, he had offended a 
distinguished new Member of the House. 
All that his words had been intended to 
convey was that the hon. Member held 
an exaggerated view of his position, and 
he wished to withdraw any expression 
which he had used which might be taken 
to convey anything beyond a judgment 
on his speech. In regard to the state- 
ment just made by the First Lord of 
the Treasury, it appeared to him to 
endorse completely what had been said 
by the late Government, and to go a 
long way towards satisfying his mind 
on the matter the Committee had 
been discussing. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 
What they wished the Government to 
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say was that they were determined that 
slavery should be abolished in these 
islands, and that promptly. The details 
must of course be left to them. That, 
he understood was practically the declara- 
tion of the First Lord of the Treasury. 

Mr. DALZIEL remarked, that the 
right hon. Gentleman had been slightly 
in error in saying that the Amendment 
was put forward in order to condemn 
what he characterised as the slack- 
ness of the Government in regard to 
this question. The Amendment had 
been put forward in order to get a| 
declaration from the Government that 
they would stand by the pledge given by 
their predecessors in office, and do every- 
thing in their power with the least 
possible delay to bring about the aboli- 
tion of slavery in Zanzibar and Pemba. 
It was because, throughout the whole of 
the Debate that had taken place, they 
had not had that pledge that the discus- 
sion had been carried on. He was 
prepared to recognise that the declara- 
tion the right hon. Gentleman had made 
went a very long way in that direction. 
He said the Government stood by their 
predecessors in regard to this matter, 
and if so, they had got what they were 
contending for. As to the time taken 
for despatches to reach Zanzibar, the 
right hon. Gentleman should remember | 
that in the Debate in February eed 
was no consideration shown to the late | 
Government on that score. 

Tae FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: They had been in office for 
some years. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, the present 
Government aiso had been in office be- 
fore, and it had been because they were 
aware of the facts that they took up 
such a strong point in condemning the 
late Government. If, however, they 
now got a pledge that no further delay 
would be allowed to take place in regard 
to this question, and that the Govern- 
ment would do everything in their 
power to abolish slavery, that Debate 
would have had some useful result. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) 
was bound to say that the declaration of 
the right hon. Gentleman did not go 
anything like as far as the hon. Member 
opposite or his hon. friend thought. 
he gave a pledge that plantation slavery 
would be stopped upon the islands 
within some reasonable time—a few 





{COMMONS} 


If | give 





years—that would be a distinct pledge. 
Mr. Parker Smith. 
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He did not understand the right hon. 
Gentleman to say anything of the sort ; 
on the contrary, the impression conveyed 
to him was that the Government were 
determined to take no steps to abolish 
this slavery until they had proceeded 
first with the vast project of a railway 
into Central Africa, which could not be 
completed in a short term of years. This 
question, he contended, was quite apart 
from that of the railway. Zanzibar and 
Pemba were as much under our admi- 


| nistration as the Isle of Wight, and yet 


we were keeping up there the most 
profitable slave market in the whole 
African Continent. Slavery on these 
islands under our control was quite 
apart from the question of slavery on 
the West Coast of Africa. They asked 
that the Government should lay down 
the principle that slavery should be 
stopped in these islands, and should 
direct their subordinates to carry it out. 
They expected the Government to take 
up some cther position, than that of 
having no information. 

THE FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, the Government never took 
up that position. It was in regard to 
the methods of carrying out their 
policy that he had referred when he 
spoke of the length of time taken by 
the despatches. That question was very 
difficult and complex, and it would be 
impossible to say more upon it until 
| ampler communications had been re- 
ceived. 

Mr. KNOX observed that their pre- 
sent demand was that which was made 
by the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham a few months ago. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said, the 
hon Member for the Partick Division of 
Glasgow put his own view, and, he un- 
derstood, the Leader of the House as- 
sented to it. That was in regard to the 
pledge given by the Government's pre- 
decessors. On the occasion when the 
pledge was given, the Under Secretary 
of State said—he had asked for a Report, 
not as to whether the thing could be 
done, but as to the best means of doing 
it, and he had said that the thing had 
got to be done. That pledge he now 
understood the Leader of the House to 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : Hear, hear! 

*Mr. FLYNN asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment, on the distinct under- 
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standing, by the Leader of the House, 
that the Government would deal at the 
earliest moment with this gigantic evil. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £42,495 to complete 
some necessary payments under the 
Tramways and Public Companies (Ire- 
land) Act, 1883, and the Light Rail- 
ways (Ireland) Acts, 1889 and 1893, 


*Mr. E. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.) 
moved to reduce the vote by £17,717, 
contending that no further increase of 
grants should be made for light railways 
in Ireland so long as grants were not 
given in England and Scotland. An 
Hon. Member from Ireland _yester- 
day dwelt on the injustice of the 
general taxpayer having to contribute 
to the maintenance of works or local 
requirements that concerned and bene- 
fited London only, and on exactly the 
same grounds he objected to the English 
taxpayer being called on to pay for the 
construction of light railways in Ireland 
so long as like assistance was denied to 
England and Scotland. In the late 
Parliament the hon. Member for the 
Thirsk Division (Mr. Grant Lawson) 
complained a good deal of the advances 
that were made to Ireland out of the 
Imperial purse, while no such grants 
were made to England. Therefore, in 
the course he had adopted, he hoped to 
have the support of that hon. Member, 
and of other Members on both sides of 
the House, who represented English 
agricultural constituencies, and who 
should object to money being voted to 
Ireland in increased amounts every year 
for light railways, while England and 
Scotland could get no assistance of a like 
kind, although they wanted light rail- 
ways in many districts quite as much as 
Ireland. It might be said that in regard 
to Ireland this was only an exceptional 
matter—that the grants were made 
because of the great distress prevailing 
in that country, and that therefore Ire- 
land should be treated somewhat differ- 
ently from the other parts of the United 
Kingdom. If the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury was inclined to rely on that argu- 
ment, he would remind him that in the 
last Parliament the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer held that what was 
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granted to Ireland should be granted to 
the rest of the United Kingdom if it 
was required, that the main object of 
the grants referred to was not to relieve 
people who were in distress, but rather 
to enable the fruit, fish, and market 
produce of the country to be conveyed 
more cheaply and quickly to market. 
The right hon. Gentleman admitted that 
what was good for Ireland in this respect 
must be good for many parts of England. 
He defied the Government to get over 
that argument, or the statement that 
many agricultural districts in England 
and Scotland needed assistance quite as 
much as Ireland. He based his opposi- 
tion to the present Vote on the ground 
that no Government ought to con- 
tinue to ask them to vote money any 
further in increased amounts-year by 
year to Ireland for light railways, unless 
they were prepared tu apply the same 
principle towards England and Scotland. 
They had been told it was intended a 
Bill should be introduced this Session to 
grant a large sum of money for the 
construction of a light railway in the 
West Highlands of Scotland. That being 
so, it showed that the present Govern- 
ment were prepared to do for Scotland 
what had been done for Ireland, while 
neglecting England. He asked the 
Government whether it was their inten- 
tion to goon pouring money into Ireland 
while they did nothing whatever for 
English agriculturists on the same lines ? 
He would not argue the point as to 
whether it was right or not to give those 
Imperial guarantees and grants for 
railways at all; all he contended was 
that they ought not to go on year by 
year increasing those grants to Ireland 
until the point was finally settled whe- 
ther or not the policy of making grants 
for the construction of light railways 
should be applied to the whole of Great 
Britain and Ireland or abandoned alto- 
gether. He proposed to reduce the Vote 
by £17,000 odd, the amount of the in- 
creased grant this year. 

Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
said he wished to direct the attention of 
the Treasury to an item of £4,000 for 
the Cavan and Leitrim Light Railway. 
The railway was constructed under the 
Act of 1883, and under that Act the 
Government were to give a contribution 
of 2 per cent. and the baronies 3 per 
cent. The work of carrying out the line 





was given into the hands of a close body, 
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-—the Grand Jury—and the result was 
that the railway was over-capitalised. 
Landlords were given 33 years’ purchase 
for their land instead of 15 or 16 years. 

Mr. E. CARSON (Dublin University) 
asked the hon. Member whether he could 
give any particular case ? 

Mr. TULLY said he would give one, 
that of Mr. Lawlor, who also engineered 
the line. The cost of the line, which 
was 48 miles long, was £202,000. That 
had been a tax since 1885 not only on 
the Treasury but also on the ratepayers 
of Cavan and Leitrim. In Leitrim vhe 
tax was levied on a valuation of about 
£63,000 and in Cavan on £31,000. In 
Cavan the tax was 9d. per £ half-yearly, 
and in Leitrim ls. 2d., and he had 
calculated that for the past 10 years the 
tax levied on the people of these counties 
amounted to nearly as much as the cost 
of the construction of the railway. In 
1893 he introduced a Bill dealing with 
the question of the tax, and having been 
supported by hon. Gentlemen in all parts 
of the House, it received the Royal 
Assent on the 27th June. The object 
of the Act was to capitalise the Treasury 
contributions for such railways, and to 
use the sum for the purpose of extin- 
guishing the share capital and reducing 
the tax on the ratepayers. As soon as 
there was a prospect of the Bill becoming 
law, the shares of the Cavan and Leitrim 
Railway were artificially driven up in 
the market, and steps were taken by the 
astute gentlemen connected with the 
line to get hold of the Treasury money 
at the enhanced valuation. He therefore 
advised the Treasury to scan very care- 


fully any proposals that were made while | 
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If in the case of the Cavan and Leitrim 
Line, and the Clogher Valley Line, it 
was seen that the Treasury Official 
having control was determined that no 
shady transactions should take place, a 
very healthy effect would be produced, 
and substantial benefit would accrue to 
the people. The Act of last June said, 
that the Treasury might make increased 
provision for securing the public interests 
by appointing directors, and providing 
in other ways for any modern changes 
in the management of the Companies. 
He trusted that the Secretary to the 
Treasury would insist on having that 
portion of the Act enforced when he 
came to deal with the question of the 
extinction of the Treasury contribution 
towards these railways by capitalisation. 
At present no effective control was exer- 
cised, either by the Government, who 
supplied the 2 per cent. guarantee, or by 
the cess-payer, who paid 3 per cent. 
Under the Act of 1893, a semblance of 
public control was provided for by the 
provision that the Grand Juries should 
elect a certain proportion of the direc- 
tors. The Grand Juries, however, were 
close bodies ; the Jurors were the nomi- 
nees of the Sheriff and were not elected, 
and they were prone to appoint their 
own friends as directors. Now, however, 
the Act passed last June gave power to 
the Treasury to insist that in future 
| there should be some effective control by 
| the cess-payers, and he trusted that that 
power would be used, and that directors 
would be appointed who would prefer 
the public interests to the interests of 
small rings of speculators. 

*Sir G. OSBORNE MORGAN (Den- 








the shares were at their present figure. | bighshire, E.) urged that light railways 
Those gentlemen looked on English gold | would benefit Wales as much as Eng- 
as fair game, and were ready to make a|land or Scotland, for no part of the 
grasp for it, but those who represented | kingdom was better suited for the pur- 
the general public of Ireland in that) pose than the hilly and mountainous dis- 
House thought the ordinary taxpayer | tricts of the Principality. In the Prin- 
and the poor should share in the utilisa-| cipality, during the General Election, the 
tion of the money. It was therefore in | most effective charge brought against the 
the interest of the people he represented | late Government was that they had done 
that he advised the Treasury to be nothing to promote the construction of 
cautious, and not to entertain any pro-| light railways in Wales. The Party 
posal of the character referred to until| represented by hon. Members opposite 
such time as the shares of the railway | promised that if the present Government 
had resumed their normal value. With| were returned to power by the help of 
regard to the Tralee and Dingle line, the | the Welsh people, one of the first things 
shares of which were at par, it| that would be done would be the organi- 
would be a very good thing for| sation of a complete system of light 
the people of Kerry if the Trea-|railways for Wales. He trusted that 
sury contribution was  capitalised.! the Government would see their way to 


Mr. Jasper Tuliy. 
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give effect to the promises so lavishly 
made by their supporters. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) said, that he shared many of the 
opinions expressed by the hon. Member 
opposite, but he could not agree with the 
hon. Member that the reduction moved 
by him ought to be carried. He approved 
his promises but denied his conclusion. 
If light railways were good for Ireland 
they might be good for England, and the 
two propositions were not antagonistic, 
but consistent. Of the value of light 
railways in Ireland there could be no 
question ; but they might be improved 
in certain respects. His own view was 
that the railways—over several of 
which he had gone during construction— 
were not sufficiently light. They formed 
part, however, of the best industrial 
policy ever initiated for Ireland. That 
country was dependent upon her agri- 
culture and fisheries, which were capable 
of great development, and which would 
be helped greatly by such railways as that 
from Skibbereen to Baltimore, especially if 
they were continued to the watersides. 
This industrial policy, ifapparently costly, 
was really economical even to England. 
We made certain demands upon Ireland, 
and insisted upon certain trade and 
industrial restrictions, and there was 
consequently a reciprocal obligation upon 
us to consider her circumstances and to 
treat her with generosity. If England was 
the predominant partner, Ireland was the 
poorer partner. The railways had been 
constructed by the authority of Parlia- 
ment, under conditions which were well 
understood in the House. To depart from 
the policy which had thus been initiated, 
or to refuse to carry it out, would not be 
consistent ; it would in fact be a breach 
of Parliamentary faith and contract, 
and was therefore not open to us. 
There was no justification for challeng- 
ing these railways on the ground 
of excessive cost, having regard to 
the principles of their construction. 
In hardly any instance had the estimate 
of the cost of construction been exceeded. 
The estimate respecting the railway 
from Galway to Clifden was £274,600, 
and the expenditure uponit had only been 
£259,601. The estimate for the Balti- 
more and Skibbereen Railway was 
£56,700, and the expenditure upon it 
had been £55,749. These were but two 
examples out of several completed 
railways. He could not help thinking 
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that light railways would be useful 
in England and Scotland also, and 
that the agricultural interest were 
bound to look forward to their establish- 
ment as one practical means of relieving 
the present distressed state of agricul- 
ture. There had, as the Committee 
knew, been a conference upon the 
subject at the Board of Trade, and he 
trusted that a Bill based upon the con- 
clusions arrived at by the conference 
would be introduced by the Government. 
But, of course, light railways could not 
be constructed in England and Scotland 
for nothing. A striking example of 
their value was supplied by Belgium, 
where they were constructed with contri- 
butions from the State, the localities, 
and private enterprise, and the refusal of 
the late Chancellor to pledge the State 
to anything had marred the Conference, 
and this principle made the reform as 
impossible as the refusal of the spokes- 
man of the agricultural interest to 
contribute anything for it also did. 
He was ready to pay his tribute to the 
past results of private enterprise in this 
country, but looking abroad and seeing 
what the State was doing for many of the 
countries competing with us, giving those 
countries comparatively low rates, and 
remembering that, owing to their being 
dependent solely on private enterprise, 
our railways were over-capitalised to a 
great extent, and that owing to this fact, 
we had railway rates which were depress- 
ing the industry of agriculture—he 
was of opinion that in this matter of 
communications, the State, the locality 
and private persons ought each to con- 
tribute to the cost. 

Tue CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. 
Member that the question was not light 
railways in general, and therefore it was 
not within his competence to deal with _ 
that matter on this occasion. He could 
take exception to the Vote on the ground 
that no money was set apart for light 
railways in England, but he could not go 
further than that. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT bowed at 
once to the Chairman’s ruling, and had 
only further to express the hope that his 
hon. Friend who proposed to speak in the 
name of agriculture would not interpose 
an obstacle in the shape of this Amend- 
ment to a policy which, provided the 
conditions were fulfilled, might be a 
source of great additional prosperity for 
all branches of the United Kingdom. 
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Mr. J. BRYCE remarked that those 
members who were in the last Parlia- 


ment would be aware that the object of | 


his hon. Friend was not to injure light 
railways in Ireland but to get a subsidy 
for light railways in England. 

*Mr. STRACHEY : No; I was careful 
not to go into the question whether it 
was right to givea Government guarantee 
or not.. What he insisted on was that 
this House should not go on voting more 
money for light railways in Ireland until 
it settled whether England and Scotland 
and Ireland were to have like assistance 
as regarded light railway guarantees. 

Mr. BRYCE pointed out that under 
the Chairman’s ruling it was impossible 
on this Amendment to argue the question 
whether or not light railways should be 
constructed. He would remind the 
House that last Session the late Govern- 
ment brought in a Bill which he believed 
would have led to the construction of a 
large number of light railways withoutany 
subsidy whatever. He could not go into 
that question now, because it would be 
out of order; all he could do was to 
appeal to his hon. Friend not to press his 
Amendment, and so run the risk of 
stopping those light railways which had 
conferred such unquestionable advantage 
upon Ireland. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said, 
if hon. Gentlemen from England thought 
Ireland was getting too much, they 
would have to go into much larger 
questions than that of light railways, 
even the question of the financial rela- 
tions of the Three Kingdoms. What was 
Ireland’s proper proportion, what was 
the present expenditure, and what was 
the bargain at the time of the Union? 
He protested against the higgling policy 
with regard to a poor country which 
was embodied in the hon. Member's 
Amendment. On this Vote, however, 
he thought the Committee was entitled 
to be informed as to the attitude and 
policy of the Government with regard to 
light railways. This was not a mere 
Treasury matter; it was a matter of 
Imperial policy. In a week’s time 
the Committee would vote money on 
Uganda. He should cordially support 
that Vote, believing it was a proper 
policy for Her Majesty’s Government to 
adopt. In the same way, he thought 


Irish Members were entitled to some 
statement from the Government of their 
views with regard to expenditure in 
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Ireland. And finally, with regard to 
the Cavan and Leitrim railway, he con- 
curred in the view that the Treasury 
should not give a penny over par for the 
shares. They should not go into the 
market and say: ‘“ We will buy 
these shares at the market price,” in 
order to gratify a few individuals. Why 
were the shares now over par? It was 
because there was an expectation that 
the persons who held shares would hold 
on to them—because of course they had 
an imperial guarantee of 2 per cent.—in 
the expectation that the outcry in Cavan 
would be so great that the British 
Treasury would be forced into buying at 
an extravagant price. No; his advice 
to the Treasury was not to give over par, 
or much above par, for the shares. It 
would be a mercy if they took up that 
attitude, not merely to a few hundreds, 
but to the general public, because the 
general public, if they thought these 
shares would be bought up by the 
Treasury at a given figure, would become 
the victims of the stock jobbing fraternity. 
A statement from the Treasury that 
they would not give much above par 
would tend to the safety of innocent 
persons, and it would be an act of justi- 
fiable retaliation on the gentleman who 
had made an extravagant demand for 
the shares. 

*Masor PRYCE JONES (Montgomery 
District) alluding to the promises which 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Denbighshire (Sir G. Osborne Morgan) 
alleged were made at the General Elec- 
tion by the Unionist candidates in Wales, 
observed that so far as he was aware no 
such promises were made or could be 
made by any candidate on behalf of any 
Party or any Government. For his part 
he regretted that the Estimates contained 
no Votes for the construction of light 
railways in the Principality. 

THE CHAIRMAN (interposing): I 
am loth to interfere with the hon. 
Member, as he isa new Member. I have, 
therefore, given him the opportunity of 
replying to a statement made from the 
opposite side of the House, but I must 
remind him that he must now confine 
his remarks entirely to the subject-matter 
of this Vote, namely, light railways in 
Treland. 

*Masor PRYCEJONES again ex- 
pressed his regret that there was no 
provision in the Estimates of this year 
with regard to light railways in Wales. 
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The Government of the day, however, 
were not responsible for the Estimates, 
which were those of the late Government. 
He hoped that next year, when the new 
Estimates were brought in, that the pre- 
sent Government would do something in 
this direction, not only for Wales but 
for England also. If provision had been 
made in the present Estimates for the 
construction of light railways in Wales 
it would have tended to prevent the 
decrease in trade and diminution of the 
population which were now so noticeable 
in the Principality. 

Tak CHAIRMAN: I am afraid I 
must remind the hon. Member that he 
must confine his remurks to the question 
of light railways in Ireland, and it is 
quite out of order to-night to discuss 
any scheme, either in general or par- 
ticular, with regard to light railways in 
any other part of the country. 

*Masjorn PRYCE-JONES desired on 
behalf of the Unionists in Wales to say 
they had every confidence that the 
present Government would, in due time, 
do something for Wales. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX observed that the 
amount devoted to the construction of 
light railways in Ireland was smaller than 
most people thought. The lowest esti- 
mate for the construction of the suggest- 
ed railway in Central Africa was 
£1,700,000, whilst the total sums spent 
on light railways in Ireland, under the 
scheme of the Leader of the House, had 
been only about £1,200,000, including 
the Estimate in this year. The money 
which had been so expended in Ireland 
had done a great deal of good to the 
country, and compared favourably with 
previous schemes which had laid large 
burdens on the ratepayers. The Irish 
Members had no objection to sums being 
voted for light railways in England, and 
when the time came for making proposals 
of that kind they should be glad to 
support them. With regard to the 
question of guarantee in the case 
of the Cavan, Leitrim and _ Ross- 
common Railway, the Secretary to the 
Treasury would have to be on his guard 
against persons who would approach him 
on behalf of the shareholders of the 
line. He would especially warn him to 
be on his guard when he came in con- 
tact with Messrs. Fottrell, solicitors of 
Dublin. These gentlemen were Home 
Rulers, so that he was not treating the 
matter from a political point of view. 
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The Messrs. Fottrell, at the time the 
Bill which had been referred to was 
stopped in the House of Lords, in 1894, 
owing to the efforts of an official who 
came over from Ireland, issued a circular, 
which was sent to the Member for 
South Antrim among others, which 
stated in so many terms that this 
scheme of commutation might be made 
the means of running up the shares. 
They were run up, and they were still 
artificially kept up above the natural 
figure, in order that big terms might be 
got out of the British Treasury. If the 
right hon. Gentleman found that any 
local people were backing up the share- 
holders in this demand and wanted any 
support against them, the Irish Members 
would he glad to do the utmost in their 
power to help him to secure an honest 
bargain. If there was any reorganisa- 
tion of this line it would be essential 
that some alteration should be made 
with regard to the audit, so that power 
might be given to the Treasury, on the 
representation of the auditor, to insist on 
certain economies and reforms which 
might be necessary in the management of 
the line. In conducting these difficult 
negotiations the Irish Members would be 
glad to give the right hon. Gentleman 
any help they could, in order that the 
arrangements might be brought to a 
satisfactory conclusion. 

*Toe SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston), 
thought the hon. Member for Somerset- 
shire had moved his Amendment under a 
complete misapprehension. The hon. 
Gentleman appeared to be under the 
impression that this was a question of a 
further grant to Ireland. It was nothing 
of the sort, there was no additional 
grant, and the Estimate was simply for 
carrying out the statutory obligations 
incurred in previous years, by which the 
House was pledged to spend so much 
upon light railways. The main point in 
this discussion had had regard to the 
Cavan, Leitrim and Rosscommon Rail- 
way. The hon. Member who had first 
raised this question had made one or 
two practical suggestions with reference 
to the action of the Treasury under an 
important Bill which was introduced 
and passed during the last Session, and 
that appeal, which had been backed up 
by other of the hon. Member’s colleagues, 
should certainly receive the attention of 
the Treasury. So far as he understood the 
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contention, the hon. Member was afraid 
that the Treasury might use the powers 
of that Act, which were given to 
capitalise the Government contributions, 
and might buy up the shares of the line 
not at par, but when they had been run 
up to an extravagant price. He could 
promise that the Treasury would give 
every attention to the matter, and there 
was no possibility of their thinking of 
engaging in the extravagant expenditure 
the hon. Member had mentioned. He 
understood the hon. Gentleman to say 
that under the Act of last Session powers 
of further control over the management 
of the line were given to the Government, 
who could appoint additional directors 
under the scheme of commutation. He 
should imagine that the Treasury would 
only be too glad to exercis? any powers 
they might have which would ensure 
that the expenditure on_ railways 
should be better controlled, and that they 
should also have better security. 
Hethought he had answered all the points 
raised with regard to this particular 
railroad, and shown the hon. Member 
that he moved the reduction under a com- 
plete misapprehension. He hoped they 
would now be allowed to take the Vote, 
in which case they would be able to 
report progress. 

Mr. H. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
appealed to his hon. Friend to withdraw 
the Amendment, inasmuch as all of them 
could not go so far as to support him, 
because, in the main, they approved of the 
policy of the grant to the Irish railways. 
The hon. Member had, however, rendered 
some service to the House in raising the 
point, because he had enabled hon. 
Gentlemen who had had practical ex- 
perience of the working of the measures 
in question, to show the Governmen: 
the weak parts of the system, and, no 
doubt, to cause them to guard against 
the repetition of those weaknesses in any 
Bills of a similar nature they might 
propose for other portions of the United 
Kingdom. If the Leader of the House 
could say that the Government would 
consider, at the earliest possible moment, 
whether it would be wise to propose 
similar schemes for other parts of the 
United Kingdom, he might thus meet 
the demand made on the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Somerset. There were, 
no doubt, other parts of the United 
Kingdom besides Ireland where light 
railways would be of some public service, 


Mr. R. W. Hanbury. 
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but, so far as he had ascertained, the 
opinions of those engaged in agriculture 
in the greater part of England attached 
no great importance to the construction 
of light railways. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he had not intended to say 
a word upon this occasion, but as the 
hon. Gentleman had appealed to him 
personally, he desired to say that this 
plan for dealing with agricultural de- 
pression, like all plans, would be con- 
sidered by Her Majesty’s Government. 

Mr. PERCY ‘THORNTON (Clap- 
ham) regretted that something had not 
been done to improve matters at Balti- 
more and Skibbereen, as at present the 
good work of Father Dennis was greatly 
frustrated by the fact that at low tide it 
was impossible to land the fish which had 
been caught. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
District) asked if it was not’ possible to 
lay on the Table some information with 
regard to the working of light rail- 
ways in Ireland, in the same way as in- 
formation was afforded as to the work- 
ing of such railways abroad ? 

*Mr. HANBURY could not give a de- 
finite answer, but the suggestion should 
be considered. 

Amendment negatived. 

Vote agreed to. 
| Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; 
| Committee to sit again to-morrow. 





WAYS AND MEANS. 
Committee deferred till Friday. 
Whereupon, Mr. Speaker, in pursu- 

ance of the Order of the House of the 
19th August, adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Seven o’clock. 


| = p ° 
| The Votes of this day contain the fol- 
lowing announcement :—- 


“In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, 
‘Sittings of the House,’ I hereby nominate— 

Sir Julian Goldsmid, 

Mr. Arthur O’Connor, 

Mr. John Edward Ellis, 

Mr. Charles Beilby Stuart-Wortley, and 

Mr. John Grant Lawson, 
to act during this Session as temporary Chair- 
men of Committees when requested by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 

“Wittram Covrr Guiry, Speaker.” 


“ 21st August, 1895 ” 





| 











ie 


” 








t 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 22nd August 1895. 


The Ear] of Limerick—Sat Speaker. 
Prayers— Read by the Lord Speaker. 
Several Lords—took the Oath. 


ROLL OF THE LORDS. 

THe LORD SPEAKER acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had prepared ar] laid it on the 
Table: the same was ordered to be 
printed. [No. 6.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Return of all ships ordered by the 
Board of Trade or its officers to be pro- 
visionally detained as unsafe in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of Sections 459 
and 462 of the Act 57th and 58th Vict. 
chap. 60, from Ist July, 1894 to 30th 
June, 1895, giving the names of the 
owners of those ships which have been 
dismantled, broken up, or converted into 
hulks, etc. ; together with summaries 
showing respectively the total number 
of ships ordered to be detained as unsafe, 
from lst July 1894, to 30th June 1895, 
and since the Ist October, 1876, dis- 
tinguishing between those cases in which 
the ships were found safe or unsafe 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 


[C.-7491]): 


BOILER EXPLOSIONS. 

Report to the Secretary of the Board 
of Trade upon the working of the Boiler 
Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890; with 
appendices (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper [C.-7489. }). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


BrinE Pumpina (CoMPENSATION FOR 


SUBSIDENCE) PRovisIonAL ORDER 
BILL, 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 3) Bix, 


Locat GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 7) Brix. 

Read 2 (according to Order), and 

committed : the Committees to be pro- 

posed by the Committee of Selection. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 10) Butt, 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 14) Burtt, 


Locat GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 15) Burtt, 
Read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Local GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 16) Brx1, 
Read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed : the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 17) Brxt, 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 18) Bit, 


Read 2* (according to Order, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Loca GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 19) Birr—[{No. 7] 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 20) Birt—[No. 8.] 


Miuirary LAnps ProvisionaL ORDER 
(No. 2) Brrr—[{No. 9.] 
Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 
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Epucation ProvisionaL OrDER Cie] 
FIRMATION (LONDON) Butt [H.L. |. 
Returned from the Commons agreed | 
to, with amendments: the said amend- 
ments to be considered on Monday next. 


Gas AND WATER OrpDERS CONFIRMATION 
Br [H.1.}. 


Gas OrpEers ConFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Five o’clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 22nd August 1895. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


Oneother Member took and subscribed 
the Oath. 


NORTH GALWAY AND SOUTH KERRY 

ELECTIONS. 
*Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received a letter from Mr. 
Denis Kilbride, returned for North 


Galway and South Kerry, stating that 


he made his election to serve for North 
Galway :— 
“21st August 1895. 
“ Sir, 
“I have the honour to inform you that I 
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LOSS OF LIFE AT SEA. 


Copy ordered of Return of the Loss 
of Life at Sea for the year 1894 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary PaperNo. 212, 
of Session 1, 1895).—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 
430. ] 


EAST INDIA (KYTHAL). 
Address for— 


“Return of Correspondence between the 
Governor General of India and the Honourable 
the Court of Directors or other Home Authori- 
ties, and of such Reports of the Agents of the 
Cis-Sutlej States and Local Authorities relating 
to the succession of the Chiefs .¢f Kythal from 
the death of Bhai Lal Singh in 1819 to the 
death of Bhai Golab Singh in 1845, and of such 
Memorials of Bhai Golab Singh; and of the 
guardians of his son, Bhai Jasmair Singh, and 
of Bhai Jasmair Singh himself, as are in the 
possession of the India Office, together with 
the Correspondence relating thereto; and of 
Copy of a Petition recently presented to this 
House by 1,042 persons, being Zemindars and 
other inhabitants of Kythal and other towns 
and villages in the Cis-Sutlej territory of the 
Punjab, praying for inquiry.”—(Mr. Kimber.) 


DISPARITIES IN PARLIAMENTARY 
CONSTITUENCIES. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) moved 
for a Return showing, with regard to 
each Parliamentary Constituency in each 
part of the United Kingdom, and in 
numerical order, the number of Electors 
on the Register in force at the time of 
the General Election 1895, with the like 
particulars (collated therewith in con- 
tiguous columns) of the number of Elec- 
tors on the Registers in force at the 
time of the General Elections of 1885, 
1886, and 1892 respectively ; the popu- 
lation of each Constituency ; the number 
of Electors who voted at contested 
Elections in the General Election of 
1895, and the majority by which each 





have been returned at the late General Election for 
the Constituencies of North Galway and South 
Kerry, and that I have elected to sit for the 
Constituency of North Galway. 
“T have the honour to remain, Sir, 
“ Your obedient Servant, 


“DENIS KILBRIDE. 


“ The Right Hon. the Speaker.”’ 





Member was elected; the number of 
\illiterates who voted at that Election in 
‘each constituency ; and a statement of 
the average number of Electors on the 
| Register in force at the General Election 
of 1895 for the Members of Parliament 
|in each part and in the whole of the 
| United Kingdom respectively. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
District) objected, and— |/WORKS (Mr. Axkers-Dovetas, Kent, 
| St. Augustine’s) : An objection has been 

The Motion was therefore postponed. | raised by the Military Authorities that 

| it is inadvisable for a public department 

A little later, other than the War Office to pay for the 

| services of a military band when those 

Mr. KIMBER said he understood that | services are placed at the disposal of the 
the only objection to the granting of the | public by the order of a commanding 
Return was that Wales was not de- officer. It has, however, been arranged 


scribed as including Monmouthshire. He| that the bands which have played in 


was quite willing to supply that omis-| Hyde Park and the Green Park shall 


Steamship Navigation. 












sion. 

Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
had better give fresh notice. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
gave notice that he would oppose the 
Motion for the Amended Return. 


JOHN DALY. 


Mr. KIMBER gave notice that when 
a Motion was made for the issue of a 
new Writ for Limerick (for the election 
of a Member in the room of John Daly) 
he would move that the issue of the 
Writ be suspended until the further 
Order of the House. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 
OF LONDON). 


(COUNTY 


Return ordered, showing (1) the name 
of each parish in which the Government 
occupies property ; (2) the extent and 
character of such property; (3) the 
valuation put upon such property for 
local rating ; (4) the amount of contri- 
bution paid, or to be paid, to each parish 
in the last financial year; and (5) 
Special Acts of Parliament (if any) 
applicable to the case (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 124, of 
Session 1894.)—( Sir Albert Roilit.) 


QUESTIONS. 


MILITARY BANDS IN THE ROYAL 
PARKS. 


Mr. JOHN AIRD (Paddington, N.) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if arrangements have been made 
for paying the military bands who have 
been playing in the Royal Parks ? 





receive a gratuity out of the receipts 
from the letting of chairs; and before 
next year the whole question will be 
considered by the Office of Works in con- 
junction with the Military Authorities. 


CAB TRADE REGULATIONS. 


Mr. AIRD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if he can state when the new regulations 
for the cab industry will be circulated ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
W. Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The recommendations of the Committee 
which wereapproved by the late Secretary 
of State, are now being carried out. I am 
not aware that any “regulations” need 
be “ circulated,” but the slight alterations 
which are necessary in the Secretary of 
State’s order of March 1871 will be 
published in the London Gazette. 


STEAMSHIP NAVIGATION. 


Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON 
(Middlesbrough): I beg to ask the 


President of the Board of Trade, 
whether he is aware that the chief 
officer and second officer of the s,s. 
Cambay were compelled to leave the 
bridge of that vessel during their watch 
on deck, in order to attend to the steam 
winch, they having to drive it and also 
attend to the runner for heaving up 
coals ; whether he is aware that during 
the time the men were absent from the 
bridge no proper look out was kept, and 
that the only man left on the bridge 
was the man at the wheel ; whether he 
intends to take any steps to prevent 
ships’ officers leaving the bridges of 
steamers during their watch on deck ; 
and, whether he has sufficient power 
under the Merchant Shipping Act to 
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prevent such neglect of duty ; if not,, Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON asked 
whether he will take steps, at an early|whether the right hon. Gentleman 
date, to introduce a Bill into the House|intended to enforce the law in this 
which will prevent such a dangerous| particular case, seeing that it had been 
practice ? admitted that the bridge was neglected 
Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | by the officers of the ship in question. 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircute, Mr. RITCHIE replied that, so far as 
Croydon): I have been in communica-|his information went, he saw no reason 
tion with the owners, who inform me/|for moving in the matter. If the hon, 
that the chief and second officers were| Member received any further informa- 
mot compelled to leave the bridge in| tion, and communicated with him, he 
order to attend the steam winch; but would consider it. 
that, on the suggestion of the chief} Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON said 
officer himself (who wished to get the|he would again call attention to the 
ship cleaned up as soon as possible), the | matter. 
master did sanction the attendance of 
the officers at the winch during after- 
noon watches for six days in fine clear | NASRULLA KHAN’S VISIT TO 
weather, out of 28 days’ passage in the | EUROPE. 
Indian Ocean, between the Cape of} Sim ANDREW SCOBLE (Hackney, 
Good Hope and Colombo, and when| Central): I beg to ask the Secretary 
there was no risk of collision or strand-| of State for India, whether it is still 
ing. The master further states that he/|the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
himself was about at the time, so that|ment that the expenses of the visit to 
the safety of the steamer and crew was! Europe of His Highness Nasrulla Khan 
not in any way endangered. The master|shall be paid out of the Revenues of 
further states that the ship is well | India? 
manned, and there is never any need; *Tuz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
for an officer to leave the bridge. I}INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitroy, 
cannot be responsible for everything| Middlesex, Ealing) : Her Majesty's 
that goes on on board every vessel in|Government propose to make no change 
the Mercantile Marine ; but Section 220/in the manner in which the late Govern- 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894,|ment decided that the expenses of his 
which provides that an officer or seaman | Highness’s visit should be defrayed. 
who, by wilful breach or neglect of 
duty, endangers life or ship, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanour, appears to CHITRAL. 
me to provide for the contingency which} Str ANDREW SCOBLE: I beg to 
the hon. Member supposes occurred in|ask the Secretary of State for India, 
this case—if, as a matter of fact, it had| whether, in addition to papers relating 
occurred. to the recent operations in Chitral, he 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: May | will lay upon the Table of the House 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman whether, | Papers relating to the establishment 
after the admission had been made that|of a British Agency at Gilgit. 
the bridge was neglected, he intended to| *Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : The 
hold any inquiry into the circumstances | papers asked for will be included in the 
on the return of the ship to the United | Blue Book. 





Kingdom ? Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BART- 
Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, I see no} LETT: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
necessity for an inquiry. State for India, what is the monthly pay 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON asked | of the Indian soldiers and carriers, who 
whether it was not a breach of the law|are stated to have received 15 rupees 
for officers to leave the bridge of a ship | (16s. 4d.) as a reward for conspicuous 
when on the high seas # gallantry and devotion during _ the 

Mr. RITCHIE said he had already|Chitral Campaign; and whether Her 
stated to the hon. Member that, in the| Majesty's Government propose to I 
circumstances referred to, the law pro-| crease these rewards ? 
vided for officers being prosecuted and| *Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: 
punished if found guilty. According to the general order issued 


Mr. J. Havelock Wilson. 
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the Government of India, certain {no intention of altering it. The scale ote an 


iers attached to the 14th Bengal | in force has been given to no one since employed, 
Stans icine: eilh , nalts care but it cannot be taken away from clerks then 
Infantry 8 as 4) serving. A clerk on the new scale who serves 


reward three months’ pay; but I am | till he is 65 will have received in salary £1,700 
not able to state accurately what is the| more than if he had been paid on the old 
amount of their pay. The matter is/| scale.” 
one which Her Majesty’s Government 
must leave to the discretion of the aetna ae ce 4 
Government of India. {‘ Hear, hear ! " QUEEN’S COLLEGES, IRELAND. 
Si E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT! Mr. J. PINKERTON (Galway): I 
sid, that he understood that that|beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
was the amount of the reward that was|Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when he 
offered to some of the soldiers. | will be prepared to submit to the House 
*Lorv GEORGE HAMILTON: No. | the Report of the Committee presided 
I understand that three months’ pay|over by Lord Playfair, and appointed to 
was given as a reward to certain|inquire into the application of an age 
soldiers and water carriers, and that some|limit to the officers of the Queen’s 
ingenious gentleman has _ calculated | Colleges in Ireland. 
the amount according to the rate of} *Mr. HANBURY: The Government 
exchange current in London. [* Hear, | have not yet received the evidence taken 








hear,” and laughter. | by the Committee on which the Report is 
based. When the evidence has been 
SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. received and they have had time to con- 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kil- | sider the Report, they will consider the 
kenny): I beg to ask the Secretary to} question of laying the Report on the 
the Treasury, (1) whether in December | Table. 
of last year a petition was received from | Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
the Ridley Clerks of the Second Division |ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
praying for a revision of their scheme of | Lieutenant of Ireland, whether, in the 
salary, and, as nearly eight months have|case of Dr. Moffett, president of the 
now elapsed since the receipt of this! Queen’s College, Galway, the Queen’s 
petition by the Treasury, whether a reply | letter, retiring him under the ‘65 Rule,” 
can be given immediately ; and, (2)| was withdrawn on the ground that that 
whether, in the consideration of this/ rule did not apply to the predecessors of 
memorial, the Treasury will endeavour | the Queen’s Colleges ; can he state what 
toremedy the practice which exists in| Dr. Moffett’s age is; and whether, in 
the Government service whereby a junior | view of the decision in his case, com- 
clerk of the Playfair Second Division, | pensation will be made to Professor 
who may be only two years senior to a| England, of the Cork College, for the in- 
Ridley Clerk of the Second Division, | jury he has sustained by his having been 
receives a salary of over £50 a year/| compulsorily retired under a rule having 
more than the latter, although both are | no application to him ? 
generally employed on the same sort of} Mr. EDWARD CARSON (Dublin 
work in the different Government offices, | University): I beg to ask the Chief 
and, in addition to this, the former|Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
receives £7 10s. whereas the latter only | Ireland, whether the “65 Rule” as to 
receives £5 annual increments. /superannuation applies to professors of 

THe SECRETARY to tue TREA-|the Queen’s Colleges in Ireland ; 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston):| whether Professor England was com- 
A reply to this memorial is about to be! pulsorily retired on the allegation 
despatched. As regards the latter para-|of the Executive in Ireland, that 
graph of the question I would refer the he was bound to retire in  conse- 
hon. Member to the answer given by my | quence of the said rule; whether, in 
predecessor to an almost similar question | consequence of the opinion of Lord 
on the 13th June last. That answer was | Herschell that such Rule did not apply 
as follows :— | to professors of the Queen’s Colleges, a 

“The salary of the Second Division was | ucen's letter dismissing _ Protessor 
fixed in 1890, after very full consideration by | Moffett of Galway was withdrawn ’ 
the Royal Commission. The Government has | whether there is any distinction between 
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the cases of Professor Moffett and Pro-|to have just reported. When I have 
fessor England ; and whether, under the | had the advantage of considering their 


circumstances, compensation will 
awarded to Professor England ¢ 


be | 
| determine whether any recommendation 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With) 
the permission of the House I will reply | 


Report I shall then be in a position to 


should be made to the Treasury to sanc- 
tion compensation to Professor England 


to the question of the hon. Member for| in the matter. 


Cork (Mr. M. Healy), and of the hon. | 
and learned Gentleman the Member for | 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : Will any 
decision be announced during the present 


Dublin University (Mr.Carson), together. | Session ? 


Since Monday last, when I gave an) 
answer on the same subject, I have | 


looked further into the papers, and 
frankly admit that the question whether 
the Order in Council of August 15, 1890, 
on its proper construction applies to the 
presidents and professors of the Queen’s 
Colleges is more complicated than I then 
supposed, inasmuch as it appears that 
the matter has never been decided by a 
Court of Law, and the Law Officers of 
two successive Governments have differed 
in opinion as to its application. The 
late Government, acting on the opinion 
of their Law Officers, held that there 
was no doubt as to the application of the 
terms of the order to these colleges, but 
that there was a question as to the policy 
of the order being applied. This latter 
point they referred to Lord Herschell 
for consideration. He decided that the 
regulations of the order ought not to be 
applied, but recommended that an in- 
quiry should be held as to whether an 
age limit should be fixed in the case of 
these appointments. In view of this 
proposed inquiry, action in the case of 
Dr. Moffett was suspended by the 
withdrawal of the Royal Warrant to 
await the result of the Committee’s 
Report. Dr. Moffett appears to be now 
74 years of age. Professor England was 
compulsorily retired on December 22, 
1894, under the Order in Council. There 
is no dictinction as regards the origin of 
the proceedings in the respective cases of 
Dr. Moffett and Professor England, in 
each case the proceedings having been 
under the Order in Council, though the 
merits of these cases do not appear to 
have been identical. The question 
whether, in view of all the circum- 
stances of the case and of the doubt 
attaching to the legal construction of 
the Order, Professor England is equit- 
ably entitled to compensation is one on 
which I cannot express at present a de- 
cided opinion. The Committee referred 


Mr. Edward Carson. 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I believe 
that the Committee have just reported, 
but whether I shall be able to consider 
their Report so as to announce my 
decision during the present Session I 
cannot say. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I shall 
repeat the question later on. 


PRISONERS 
TINOPLE. 
Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, 

N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 

State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 

able to state the names of the Armenian 

prisoners, clerical and lay, in Constanti- 
nople to whom the recent amnesty of the 

Sultan has been extended, and what steps 

have been or will be taken by her 

Majesty’s Government toinsure the release 

of the prisoners now incarcerated in the 

dungeons of Angora, St. Jean d’Acre, 

Diarbekir, Tripoli in Barbary, Van, 

Aleppo, Moush, and Bitlis, who have 

not had a fair trial, or who have been 

imprisoned without trial ? 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Georce 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): The 
clerical prisoners in Constantinople were 
released on May 29th. No information 
as to the lay prisoners there has been 
received since the amnesty of July 23rd, 
by which the release of all political pri- 
soners was ordered, except those accused 
of murder, bomb-throwing, or similar 
crimes. Concerning Diarbekir and Bitlis 
no information has yet been received. At 
Tripoli in Barbary there are no prisoners 
detained. A large number have been 
detained at Angora, Acre, Van, Aleppo, 
and Moush ; and Sir Philip Currie has 
called the attention of the Turkish Gov- 
ernment to the action of the provincial 
authorities in keeping these prisoners in 
confinement in disregard of the orders of 
the Sultan. 


ARMENIAN IN CONSTAN- 
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Mr. C. E. SCHWANN : Will the 
hon. Gentleman inquire the names of the 
ecclesiastics ? 

*Mr. CURZON : I do not know that 
any object is to be gained by ascertaining 
the names. If the hon. Member will 
give any good reason, I will consider the 
matter. 

An Hon. Memper asked whether 
the Turkish Government had made any 
compensation to persons who had been 
illegally detained. 

*Mr. CURZON said, he had not heard 
anything about compensation ; he would 
make inquiry as to the likelihood of its 
being paid ; on the right or wrong of the 
question he offered no opinion. 


ARMENIAN FUGITIVES FROM SASSUN. 
Mr SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government has been called 
to the deplorable condition of the 
scattered Armenian fugitives from Sassun 
in the Eastern Asiatic provinces of 
Turkey, of whom 5,000 are stated to be 
absolutely destitute and starving ; and 
what steps have been or will be taken 
to secure the immediate transport of 
grain in order to save their lives ! 
*Mr. CURZON said, the attention 
of her Majesty’s Government had been 
called to the condition of the Armenian 
fugitives from Sassun. On August 2nd, 
a further contribution of £1,000 from 
the committee of the Armenian Relief 
Fund was remitted to her Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople, to whom, 
at the request of the committee, full 
discretion was given as to the dis- 
tribution of the amount. Sir P. Currie 
had since reported that Vice-Consul 
Hampson had visited Semal, Shenik, 
Gheliguzan, and Talori. He had been 
engaged in superintending the dis- 
tribution of relief, and in concerting 
with the missionaries measures for the 
support of the villagers during the 
coming winter. 


ORDNANCE SURVEY 


DUBLIN. 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, will he explain why the employés 
in the Ordnance Survey Department, 
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Phenix Park, Dublin, are not allowed 
the usual Saturday half-holiday given to 
other Government employés of the same 
class in Dublin and the neighbourhood ; 
and whether even the shorter hours cf 
employment allowed on Saturdays to 
the Ordnance Survey employés referred 
to can only be obtained by the men 
working extra on other days of the week ; 
if so what is the reason for this treat- 
ment of the Ordnance Survey Depart- 
ment, and whether it will be continued ? 
*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby), who 
replied to the question, said : During the 
five summer months the civil assistants 
employed at the Ordnance Survey Office 
in Dublin are ajlowed to leave at one 
o’clock on Saturday, on condition that 
on the other days of the week they work 
seven and a-half hours a day. The De- 
partmental Committee which sat in 1892 
to consider this and kindred questions, 
reported that the hours of work in the 
Survey Offices were considerably less 
than those worked in the other manu- 
facturing departments of the State, and 
that they could not be regarded as 
excessive. I do not feel, therefore, that 
I could properly assent to any arrange- 
ment which would involve a reduction 
of the aggregate number of hours worked 
per week, but if representations are 
made to me in favour of the adoption of 
some suitable arrangement for a similar 
reduction of the hours worked on Satur- 
day during the remainder of the year, 
and by all ranks in the Survey Offices, 
they will receive my careful attention. 
Mr. CLANCY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the employés of 
the Valuation Office, who have the same 
duties, have shorter hours than those of 
the Ordnance Survey Department ? 


*Mr. LONG: I am not aware what 
the hours are there. I know that 
the aggregate hours in the summer 
months in the Ordnance Survey Office 
are: engravers, 44 ; assistants, 41. 

Mr. CLANCY: I am much obliged 
for the information ; but will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider that, owing 
to the situation of the Ordnance 
Survey Office in the middle of Phenix 
Park, some of the employés have to walk 
two, three, or four miles in going to and 
returning from the office ? 


539 Judicial Rents 
*Mr. LONG: Of course all the cir- 


cumstances will be taken into considera- 
tion. Ido not think I can reduce the 
aggregate below 41. 


CLONTARF RAILWAY STATION. | 
Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called to the 
efforts made by the inhabitants of 
Clontarf, County of Dublin, to induce 
the Great Northern Railway Company 
of Ireland to re-open their station at 
that place, and to the persistent refusal of 
the Company to comply with this 
request ; and, whether he is aware that 
the railway company in question is 
bound by one of its Acts to “make and 
maintain for ever ” a station at Clontarf ; 
and, if so, whether the Board of Trade 
will communicate with the company with 
a view to inducing it to comply with the 
law. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I have communi-| 
cated with the company on the subject 
of the hon. Member’s Question, and 
shall be happy to show him their reply. 
The company state that the obligation 
to maintain the station ceased under the 
Act of 1837, and as a legal question is 
involved, I fear it would be useless for 
the Board of Trade to interfere further 
in the matter. 

Mr. CLANCY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consult his legal adviser on | 
the legal question ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: The legal adviser 
has, of course, seen the reply the railway 
company have made, and they have 
specifically stated the Act under which 
their obligation has been repealed. 

Mr. CLANCY: I would like to direct 
attention to the fact that there are other 
than legal considerations involved. 
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and, if so, what is the alteration 
proposed ? 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford): The conversion is 
now proceeding, all details having been 
practically settled. The alteration con- 
sists in the conversion of Martini-Henry 
rifles into small bore rifles to fire the 
same ammunition as the Lee-Metford 
rifle, and the trials of the converted rifle 
have been completely satisfactory. 

Mr. W. E. M. TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) asked if any steps would be taken 
to provide more ranges ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK replied that this 
was a large question, and he could not 
answer it without notice. ‘jut his hon. 
Friend would be aware that in 1892 a 
Bill was passed to enable Volunteer corps 
to obtain rifle ranges more easily by 
borrowing public money. 


JUDICIAL RENTS IN IRELAND. 
*Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received copies of resolutions passed by 
the Kanturk, Youghal, Rathkeale, 
Carrickmacross, and other Boards of 
Guardians in Ireland, calling on the 
Government to revise immediately the 
judicial rents, with a view to fix them in 
fair proportion to the very great deprecia- 
tion in the returns yielded of all kinds 
of farm produce; and, whether, in 
view of the recent and long-continued 
inclemency of the weather and the serious 
fall in the prices of agricultural produce, 
the Government will undertakejto bring in 


|a short measure dealing with the revision 


of the judicial rents on the lines of the 
29th section of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1887, but taking into account the 








Mr. RITCHIE: It may be so ; but 
if the railway company have got an 
Act of Parliament which sets them free 
from a previous obligation it is impossible 
for the Board of Trade to interfere. 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE. 

Cotone:. JOHN M. DENNY (Kil- 
marnock Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government to proceed forthwith with 
the conversion of the rifle with which 





difference of prices and the average yield 
of agricultural produce ? 

Mr. EUGENE CREAN (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a resolu- 
tion from the Mountmellick Board of 
Guardians calling for an immediate 
revision of all judicial rents, as, owing 
to the present depressed state of agricul- 
ture, it will be utterly impossible for 
them to meet their present rents ; and, 
what action the Government intend 
taking in the matter? 
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541 Judicial Rents 
Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 


Ludlow), before the question was 
answered, asked whether the Land Com- 
mission did not fix judicial rents for 15 
years on the basis of the average in prices, 
and whether an abstract of these prices 
could be laid before the House. 

Mr GERALD BALFOUR: In reply 
to this question, and that standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for Queen’s 
County: I must refer the hon. Gentlemen 
to my reply to similar inquiries addressed 
to me on Tuesday last by the hon. 
Members for East Cork and South 
Monaghan. With regard to the sug- 
gested legislation, Government, upon the 
information at present before it, cannot 
admit that any measure of the kind 
referred to is in any way called for. 

*Mr. FLYNN asked whether the Chief 
Secretary was aware that Lord Winchil- 
sea had stated that the harvest this 
year would be one of the most disastrous 
on record; that it was worse before 
prices fell, and under these circum- 
stances, would he make inquiry from 
reliable sources whether legislation was 
needed or not. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, the 
suggestion of the hon. Member seemed 
to be inferential. He presumed that 
Lord Winchilsea referred to the harvest 
in England and not in Ireland. 

*Mr. FLYNN asked whether attention 
would be paid to resolutions calling atten- 
tion to the badness of the harvest 
prospects in Ireland which had been 
passed by Boards of Guardians in all 
parts of the country. 

Mr. D. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.) 
asked whether the Chief Secretary would 
give the names of the ladies and gentle- 
men from whom the Land Commission 
obtained their information. 


{22 Aueusr 1895} 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR thought 
there would be noadvantagein doing that. 
In reply to the hon. Member for Shrop- 
shire, the Land Commissioners, in fixing 
judicial rents, naturally had regard to 


what they considered the probable 
average. 
*Mr. FLYNN intimated that he 


would raise the whole question on 
the Chief Secretary’s Vote. 

*Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, (1) whether 
he is aware ‘hat the average price of 
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butter at country markets in the South 
of Ireland during the spring and summer 
has been under 6d. per lb., and that 
even at the present time the top price 
in the Cork butter market is 8d. per 
lb. ; while the average prite of oats in 
the Cork corn market on Saturday last 
was only 6d. per stone ; (2) whether he 
is also aware that the prolonged drought 
in the early part of the year has caused 
a partial failure of green crops, and 
that the heavy rains of the past month 
have seriously damaged the hay and 
corn ; and, (3) whether, in view of these 
facts, he will take steps to give some 
immediate relief to Irish farmers by 
passing a measure for the temporary 
revision of judicial rents this Session. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
average market price of butter, as 
ascertained from returns of actual trans- 
actions in the chief market towns of 
Munster during the quarter ended June 
30, is shown to be 73s. 11}d. per ewt., 
or nearly 8d. per lb., and since July 1 
a slight increase is shown in the average 
price. From the returns for the week 
ended 7th inst., the average price of oats 
in the Cork market was at the rate of 
6d. a stone, as stated in the question, 
but it must be remembered that only a 
small quantity of this season’s oats can 
have come upon the market, and I 
understand that at the beginning of the 
season new oats, being imperfectly 
matured, damp, and heavy, command a 
lesser price than when the season is 
more advanced. It may reasonably be 
expected, therefore, that the price will 
improve. As to the second paragraph, 
I see no reason to vary the reply which 
I gave to the hon. Gentleman’s previous 
inquiry on this subject on Tuesday last. 
It is not yet possible, of course, to speak 
with absolute certainty as to the harvest 
generally, but the reports I have received 
all agree in stating that the prospects 
on the whole are decidedly favourable. 
Both green and oat crops are looking, I 
am told, exceedingly well in many parts 
of the country, though in some parts 
affected by the drought the corn crop is 
short, and there is in some places a 
partial failure in green crops. The 
potato crop, which is practically the 
most important crop in Ireland, gives 
every promise, I am glad to learn, of an 
abnormal yield ; and at the recent fairs 








543 Evictions 
the prices of store cattle, on which the 
Irish farmer depends much more largely 
than the sale of his crops, has improved. 

*Captain DONELAN: May I ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman is 
aware that the prices I have quoted in 
my question were taken from official and 
trustworthy reports published in the 
Cork newspapers, and that my state- 
ment as to the condition of the crops in 
the south of Ireland is derived from 
intimate personal knowledge and close 
personal observation on the spot; and, 
in view of the facts which the right hon. 
Gentleman has admitted, may I ask him 
whether he can see his way to reconsider 
this matter, with a view to giving imme- 
diate relief to these unfortunate Irish 
farmers 1 

Mr. KILBRIDE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give the names of the butter 
merchants who paid for butter the prices 
which he has named? [‘ Hear, hear ! ” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My 
answer is derived from information re- 
ceived from the Land Commission. 

Mr. KILBRIDE: Who supplied the 
information to the Land Commission ? 
[“ Hear, hear ! ” 

*Captain DONELAN : Has the right 
hon. Gentleman made inquiries as to the 
price of butter in country markets ? 
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*Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Treland whether, in view of the resolu- 
tions passed by a large number of 
public bodies in Ireland, and the 
Resolution of this House excluding all 
except Government Bills forthe remainder 
of the Session, he will introduce a short 
Bill on the lines of the 13th Clause of 
the Land Purchase Act, 1891, or ex- 
tending and enlarging the said Clause so 
as to deal with the re-instatement of 
evicted tenants in Ireland ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
nothing to add to the First Lord’s state- 
ment on this subject cn Tuesday last. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in view of the undertaking of the Govern- 
ment to legislate on the Land Question 
in Ireland next Session, he will take 
steps to secure that no evictions shall 


]| take place in Ireland meantime ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, 
Sir ; the hon. Member must know that 
Government have no power to do what 
he proposes. 

Mr. J. OKELLY (Roscommon, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
a fact that the forces of the Crown were 
given to protect the persons engaged in 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, he | evicting a number of tenants on the De 
was unable to give any further informa-| Freyne estate, in the county of Ros- 


tion. 


EVICTIONS IN IRELAND. 

*Mr. FLYNN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in reference to the eviction of a 
labourer from his allotment at Ballybar 
(Killarney Union), whether he is aware 
that the gate in question was erected by 
the late Rev. Father O’Connor, and 
under what provision or regulation of 
the Labourers’ (Ireland) Acts the vice 
guardians acted in intervening in a dis- 
pute between landlord and _ labourer 
tenant ! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that the gate was erected by 
Mr. Leahy, the owner of the land, and 
not by the reverend gentleman named. 
The land is held by the Guardians under 
statutory lease from Mr. Leahy, and the 
Guardians, in acting as they have done, 
were guided by legal advice. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 





common, on the 8th instant ; whether it 
has come to the knowledge of the Gov- 
ernment that as much as three years’ 
rent was offered by or on behalf of those 
tenants before the eviction was completed 
and refused by the landlord ; and whe- 
ther Lord De Freyne or his agent has 
applied for the protection of the forces of 
the Crown in carrying out further evic- 
tions on that estate ; and, if so, whether, 
in view of promised legislation on the 
Land Question next Session, the Govern- 
ment intend to give the forces of the 
Crown to carry out further evictions on 
this estate ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Five 
evictions were carried out on this property 
on the 9th (not 8th) instant. In the 
cases of three tenants, settlements have 
been arrived at by the payment in each 
case of four years’ rent with costs. In 
the remaining two cases an offer of three 
years’ rent, in one, and two years, in 
another, was refused by the agent. A 
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small force of police was present on the 
occasion, and the hon. Gentleman is 
doubtless aware that the Executive is 
bound to afford protection to the Sheriff 
and his officers in the execution of 
decrees in ejectment. 


NORTH SEA FISHERIES. 


Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
take steps to bring about an international 
agreement amongst the Maritime Powers 
bordering on the North Sea to extend the 
territorial limit for fishery purposes, and 
to make such international regulations as 
regards trawling as may be agreed 
upon ? 

*Mr. CURZON : The question is one 
of which the importance is recognised by 
Her Majesty’s Government; but it is 
beset with many difficulties, and I am 
afraid that I am not at present in a 
position to make any more definite state- 
ment on the subject. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the frequent 
infraction of the by-laws of the Scotch 
Fishery Board, particularly with regard 
to the prohibition of trawling; and, 
whether the Government will take steps 
to provide a more efficient system of sea 
police and a larger number of fast 
vessels for that purpose ! 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CuaRLes Pearson, Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew’s Universities): The Secre- 
tary for Scotland is aware that the 
attention of the late Government was 
frequently directed to the infraction of 
the by-laws of the Fishery Board, but 
the replies in this House by the right 
hon. Member the late Secretary for 
Scotland were to the effect that the 
cruisers at the disposal of the Fishery 
Board, along with the assistance so 
frequently rendered by the Admiralty, 
seemed sufficient for the reasonable 
protection of the Scottish Fisheries. 
The Secretary for Scotland does not, 
therefore, propose at present to suggest 
any alteration in the existing system. 
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KILLYBEGS PIER, COUNTY DONEGAL. 
Mr. J. G. SWIFT MACNETLL 
(Donegal, S.): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether the 
Trish Board of Works, or the Congested 
District Board have come to an arrange- 
ment for the building of a pier at 
Killybegs, County Donegal; whether 
the pier will be so constructed as to 
afford adequate accommodation to 
coasting vessels at all states of the tide, 
for which purpose it should run out 
about 300 feet, and give from 12 to 
15 feet of water at low tide; what will 
be the dimensions of the pier, and its 
probable cost ; and when will the work 
of its construction be commenced ? 

Mr. HANBURY: I understand 
that, just before leaving office, my pre- 
decessor made a_ proposal to the 
Congested Districts Board on the subject 
of building a quay, not a pier, at 
Killybegs. The matter appears to be 
still under the consideration of that 
Board. 

Mr. R. M. DANE (Fermanagh, N.) 
asked if the right hon. Gentleman 
would confer with the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland and the Chairman of the 
Congested Districts Board in this matter, 
as the condition of Killybegs pier was 
really a scandal. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: it is 
my intention to inquire into the matter 
at the earliest possible opportunity. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would see 
that a deep-water pier was constructed. 
A low-water pier would be of little 
value. 


PIER ACCOMMODATION IN COUNTY 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whether it was determined, some time 
ago, to build a deep-water pier at Clad- 
nageragh, County Donegal ; whether the 
engineer entrusted with the work re- 
ported thatapier 48 feet beyond low-water 
mark was necessary for the requirements 
of the Kilcar district; whether plans 
were drawn up for a pier of those dimen- 
sions, and the work actually begun, but 
that subsequently instructions were given 
to the engineers in charge to stop the 
work at low-water mark; whether re- 
presentations have reached him that the 
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pier constructed on the altered plan will 
not admit trading steamers, and open up 
a competition between the merchants of 
Sligo and Londonderry for the custom of 
Kilcar, but confine that custom to smack- 
men now trading between Kilcar and 
Sligo, thus increasing the freight and the 
price of goods; whether he is aware 
that if the pier were extended even 24 
feet beyond low-water mark there would 
be sufficient accommodation for trading 
steamers, and that there are on the 
ground ample materials for this extension, 
which could be effected at an extra 
charge of about £100 ; and, whether, 
having regard to the great advantage 
the extension of the pier would confer 
on the locality, the Government will use 
their good offices with the Board of 
Works and the Congested Districts 
Board to come to some arrangement 
whereby this pier may be constructed as 
a deep-water pier ? 

Mr. HANBURY: Neither the Trea- 
sury nor the Board of Works have any 
information as regards this pier. I 
understand that it is being constructed 
by the Congested Districts Board, which 
is under the control of the Irish Govern- 
ment. 


Religious Parties 


GOVERNMENT PENSIONS IN DUBLIN. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether attendants and porters in the 
Dublin Museum, and the gatekeeper in 
the Botanic Gardens, Dublin, appointed 
before the date of a Treasury letter of 
the 20th June 1890, are only admitted 
to pensions on submitting to reductions 
if service previous to Ist April, 1891, is 
to count towards pensions, or on fore- 
going all service previous to Ist April, 
1891, the subsequent service only to 
count towards pensions; whether, be- 
fore the issuing of this Minute, it was 
distinctly understood that these officials, 
having passed the examinations of the 
Civil Service Commissioners, wereentitled 
to pensions without reductions, and that 
one man, Mr. John Redding, who was 
appointed under these conditions, was in 
receipt of pension without any deduction 
until his death ; whether, since the said 
Treasury letter, several attendants have 
been appointed who are entitled to 
pension without deductions being made 
from their pay, and that a newly 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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appointed attendant, when he attains 
the maximum rate of pay accruing to 
his class, is in a better position as re- 
gards pay than the attendant with much 
longer service ; and whether, having re- 
gard to the fact that only a small 
number of persons are subject to these 
disadvantages, an arrangement will be 
made whereby all the porters and atten- 
dants in the Dublin Museum, and the 
gatekeeper of the Botanic Gardens, 
Dublin, will be placed under equal con- 
ditions with respect to pension and 
increase of pay ? 

Mr. HANBURY : The conditions on 
which these persons «acquired a right to 
pension in 1891 are as stated. Pre- 
viously they had no such right. Their 
case is not the same as that of Redding, 
who entered the service as porter under 
the Royal Dublin Society,.. Persons 
appointed since 1891 receive reduced 
rates of pay, as a condition of acquiring 
the right to pension. The existing 
arrangement applies to numerous persons 
in the service of the Science and Art 
Department in London and Edinburgh ; 
it was settled after very full considera- 
tion by the Government in Office at the 
time, and I can hold out no prospect of 
its being altered. 


RELIGIOUS PARTIES IN TRELAND. 

Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
is aware that on the 2nd July last a 
number of Orangemen and Protestant 
Unionists, about 300, assembled in the 
village of Lisbellaw, county Fermanagh, 
with the avowed intention of attacking 
the members of a Roman Catholic temper- 
ance partyon their return from a holiday 
excursion to Warrenpoint ; that, during 
the day, Unionist scouts collected their 
friends from the country districts into 
the village; that from 4.30 p.m. to 6.30 
that evening, the bell of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church at Lisbellaw was rung 
to collect a crowd ; that, whilst this mob 
were waiting for the return excursion, 
they marched up and down the village 
to the tune of “No Popery” and “No 
Surrender,” using offensive party expres- 
sions, and conducting themselves in such 
a manner as was calculated to terrorise 
and intimidate Her Majesty’s Roman 
Catholic subjects; that, as the hour 
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approached for the arrival of the train, 
they massed themselves at the station ; 
and that several of the mob were armed ; 
and, whether any steps have been taken 
by the authorities to bring the leaders of 
this armed mob to justice ; and, if not, 
will he have the matter fully investigated? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 
understand that, prior to the date 
mentioned, the Roman Catholic party 
announced its intention of marching 
through Lisbellaw, which is a Protestant 
district, and a contingent of the Catholic 
party did, as a matter of fact, take the 
train there unmolested. A crowd of 
Protestants assembled during the day, but 
I have no information to show that they 
assembled with the avowed intention, as 
alleged, of attacking this Roman Catholic 
excursion party on the return journey. 
It is quite true that the former paraded 
the village, which, I am informed, is a 
Protestant village, but the police who 
were present heard no offensive party 
expressions used, nor did the people con- 
duct themselves in a riotous manner. 
The police saw no firearms in the posses- 
ion of the Protestant party, and no shots 
were fired. 
occurred, and everything 
peaceably. 


Railway Rates on 


Mr. JORDAN: The Chief Secretary 
says he has no information that the 
Orangemen assembled with the avowed 
attacking the excursion 
party. Will he ascertain why no breach 


intention of 
the peace occurred? [Loud laughter. | 


[No answer was given. | 


PORTERAGE ON TELEGRAMS 
Mr. 


also for guarantees 


of the Houses of Parliament, London 


whether a few of the London telegraph 


offices could be spared for the country 


and, whether he will abolish the telegraph 
porterage and guarantee charges, so as 


to place every person in this country 


{22 Aveu 


No breach of the peace 
passed off 


HENNIKER HEATON 
(Canterbury) : I beg to ask the represen- 
tative of the Postmaster General, whether 
representations have reached the Post- 
master General that dissatisfaction exists 
throughout this country at the high rate 
charged for porterage on telegrams ; and 
that have to be 
given before telegraph offices are es- 
tablished in the country: whether he is 
aware that there are 20 telegraph offices 
within a distance of a quarter of a imile 
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whether near to or distant from a large 
centre of population, on an equality ; and 
no longer punish a person for living in 
the country ? 

Mr. HANBURY: No such repre- 
sentations have reached the Postmaster 
General. There are, I am informed, 
only four public telegraph offices, including 
the House of Commons Office itself, 
within a quarter of a mile of the Houses 
of Parliament. The offices in the 
Metropolis have been established to 
meet the requirements of the public, 
and to close any of them would not 
facilitate the establishment of telegraph 
offices in rural districts, The charges 
for porterage are fixed by statute and 
only represent the actual charge incurred. 
The charges for guarantees are required 
by Treasury regulations. . The Post- 
master General therefore is unable to 
abolish either of them. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: May 
I ask if it is intended to introduce a Bill 
to abolish porterage on telegrams and 
guarantees ? 


Mr. HANBURY : No; I think not. 


Agricultural Produce. 





| 
| 
| 
| 


RAILWAY RATES ON AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCE. 

Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that the 
railway companies in England have in- 
creased the rates on agricultural produce 
5 per cent. since Ist January, 1893; and, 
whether he will take steps to have the 
rates reduced to their former standard 4 

Mr. RITCHIE: No, sir, I am not 
aware that there has been any such 
general increase. The effect of the Pro- 
visional Order Schedules was _ to 
materially reduce rates on certain com- 
modities. It is true that some companies 
have increased rates in specific cases, and 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1894, 
was passed to deal with such increases. 
Where traders have complaints to make 
om that score they should follow the 
procedure laid down by the Act. On 
this matter it is satisfactory for me to be 
able to mention that the Great Eastern 
Railway Company contemplate a con- 
siderable reduction of rates for agricul- 
tural produce. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) asked if the right hon. Gentle- 
man contemplated taking any action as 
to preferential rates on foreign produce. 


’ 


bd 


> 

















551 Housing Working 


Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked 
whether, since January, 1893, the Com- 
panies had not increased their rates to 
an amount not exceeding 5 per cent., 
not only on agricultural, but other pro- 
duce. 

Mr. RITCHIE replied that what was 
done was this. He understood that a 
line was drawn by those who drew up 
the schedule, and all rates on one side 
of the line had to be reduced, but rates 
below the line were not affected at all. 
Several rates running below the line had 
been brought up to the line. Preferen- 
tial rates were, of course, for the Courts 
of Law. 


NURSING IN IRISH UNION 
HOSPITALS. 


Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 
attention has been directed to the 
numerous complaints regarding the in- 
effective and primitive arrangements for 
night nursing in union hospitals in Ire- 
land ; and, whether he can state what 
steps have been taken by the Local 
Government Board to have a_ better 
system enforced in the different unions 
in Ireland ? 


Sir THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, 
8.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in view of the admitted defects in the 
management of Irish workhouses, he will 
grant a commission of inquiry into the 
Poor Law System of Ireland ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My at- 
tention has been directed to the defective 
arrangements for night nursing in many 
workhouse hospitals in Ireland. The 
Local Government Board have addressed 
a circular to each Board of Guardians 
throughout Ireland calling their special 
attention to the alleged insufficiency of 
the nursing, and requesting that the 
medical officer of each workhouse might 
be called upon to furnish a Report on 
this most important matter. The Board 
also stated that they considered that the 
whole subject might with advantage be 
referred to the Visiting Committee of 
each union for a Report, after consulta- 
tion with the medical officer as to any 
changes or improvements that might be 
carried out in the hospital. The Guar- 
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dians have acted on the suggestion of the 
Local Government Board, who are giving 
special attention to the subject. The 
entire matter is engaging my careful 
consideration, and I would hope that 
the defects referred to, and which have 
in every case been ascertained and re- 
corded, will be remedied, or very 
largely removed, by means of friendly 
action and advice on the part of the 
Local Government Board, without having 
recourse to the appointment of a Com- 
mission and the enforcement of its 
recommendations by possibly more 
drastic measures. In any event, no 
decision in the matter can be arrived at 
until it is seen what steps the Guar- 
dians may take in response to the recent 
circular of the Local Government Board 
calling their serious attention to the 
matter. 

HOUSING WORKING CLASSES 

IRELAND. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether, in cases where a local authority 
in Ireland has acquired land under 
Section 57, Sub-section 1, of the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890, it is 
the case that the land so acquired speci- 
fically for the purpose of Part ITI. of 
that Act cannot be appropriated to such 
purpose without the consent of the 
Treasury ; whether he is aware that in 
England the Local Government Board 
have been advised that no consent is 
necessary in the case in question ; and, 
if the consent is necessary in Ireland, 
whether legislation will be introduced to 
make it unnecessary ? 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Arxinson, London- 
derry, N.): The consent of the Treasury 
has always been required to the appro- 
priation of land in Ireland for the 
purposes mentioned in this question. I 
have been informed that the Local 
Government Board have been advised 
that this consent is, in a similar case, 
not necessary in England, but that no 
no case has arisen where this consent has 
been asked for. I am unable to give an 
answer in the affirmative to the 3rd para- 
graph of the question without further 
consideration and without ascertaining 
the views of the Treasury on the 
subject. 
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*Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 
whether the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman could say what was the 
object of the consent required from the 
Treasury, having regard to the fact that 
the lands were acquired specifically for 
the purposes of the Act. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND said, he could only repeat 
the answer he had given, namely, that 
he could not state definitely what 
legislation might be necessary without 
conferring with the Treasury. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury—(1) 
whether it is the practice of the Irish 
Local Government Board to require local 
authorities in Ireland who have acquired 
land under Section 57, Sub-section 1, of 
the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, specifically for. the purposes 
of Part IIT. of that Act, to obtain from 
the Treasury their consent, as provided 
in Section 57, Sub-section 3, and Sec- 
tion 98, Sub-section 12, of the Act, to 
the appropriation of the site for the 
purpose for which it has been acquired ; 
(2) whether he is aware that the English 
Local Government Board are of opinion 
that, under the circumstances stated, 
the consent referred to in Section 57, 
Sub-section 3, is not necessary ; and (3) 
whether the Treasury have taken legal 
advice as to whether their consent in 
cases such as that referred to is necessary 
or has any legal validity ? 

Mr. HANBURY: So far as the 
Treasury is aware, the answer to the 
first question is in the affirmative. As 
regards the second paragraph, the Eng- 
lish Local Government Board say that 
they— 


‘do not consider that their consent is requisite 
to enable a local authority to appropriate for the 
purposes of Part IIT. of the Act, land specially 
acquired by the authority for that purpose 
under Section 57 (1) of the Act.” 


In reply to the third paragraph, I can 
only say that the matter is at present the 
subject of correspondence between the 
Departments concerned. 


CATTLE DISEASE. 

*Mr. J. M. WHITE (Forfar) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture—(1) whether he will lay 
upon the Table the official Reports of 
the alleged recent cases of pleuro-pneu- 
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monia in two Canadian cattle recently 
landed at Deptford; (2) whether he is 
aware that a meeting was held in Glas- 
gow on Friday last, at which Principal 
Williams, of the New Veterinary Col- 
lege, Edinburgh, exhibited limelight 
views of sections of the lungs of cattle, 
showing the difference between healthy 
lungs and those affected by contagious 
pleuro - pneumonia and by bronchial 
pneumonia, and demonstrated that the 
lungs of suspected Canadian cattle were 
different in appearance from the diseased 
sections thrown on the screen ; and (3) 
whether, in view of the conflict of the 
opinions of the Canadian and British 
experts with those of the experts of the 
Board of Agriculture, and in view of the 
assertion of the Dominion Government 
that contagious pleuro-pneumonia has 
never been known, and cannot be found, 
or any trace of it discovered in any part 
of the Dominion, he will accept the 
invitation of the Dominion Government 
to send one or more veterinarians to 
Canada at its expense to elucidate the 
facts 1 

*Mr. WALTER LONG: The report 
made to me by the Chief Veterinary 
Officer of my Department is a very short 
one, and could not conveniently be pre- 
sented as a separate Parliamentary 
Paper. I shall, however, be glad to 
supply the hon. Member with a copy, 
and to allow him to make such use of it 
as he thinks desirable. In reply to the 
other questions of the hon. Member, I 
would say that I have seen a report of 
the meeting to which he refers, and that 
I am aware of the views which Principal 
Williams holds on the subject. The con- 
clusions at which my predecessor arrived, 
after hearing much scientific evidence on 
both sides, appear to me, however, to be 
fully justified. It does not seem to me 
to be likely that the despatch of veteri- 
nary surgeons to Canada, as suggested, 
would be of assistance, my action being 
based upon the actual detection of 
disease in the cattle landed in this 
country. 

*Mr. WHITE asked whether, in view 
of the fact that the biological science 
resulted largely from practical experi- 
ment, the right hon. Gentleman was pre- 
pared to carry out experiments in regard 
to this matter when suspected cattle 
were landed ? 
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*Mr. WALTER LONG said, that he 
did not think there was necessity for any 
experiments. The officers of the Board 
of Agriculture were perfectly satisfied 
that the conclusions they had arrived at 
were correct, and having confidence in 
them he did not think that the Depart- 
ment was called upon to make further 
experiments in this particular class of 
cattle disease. 

Mr. D. KILBRIDE asked whether 
it was not quite possible that the disease 
might be developed in the cattle in the 
course of transit from Canada to Great 
Britain ? 

*Mr. WALTER LONG said, that 
cattle might be shipped from Canada 
showing no sign of the disease, which 
might develop on the passage to this 
country, but it would be discovered on 
their being landed here. The duty of 
the Government was simply to see that 
no diseased cattle were landed in this 
country. 


BECHUANALAND. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, what has been the 
total expenditure, under all heads, by the 
Mother Country on account of Bechuana- 
land from the establishment of the 
British Protectorate down to the passing 
of the resolution in the Cape Parliament, 
proposing the incorporation of Bechuana- 
land with Cape Colony; and whether 
during that period the taxpayers of Cape 
Colony have contributed to the cost of 
administration of Bechuanaland; and 
whether the attention of the Cape Gov- 
ernment has been drawn to the fact that 
Her Majesty’s subjects in British South 
Africa contribute nothing to the cost of 
the sea-going fleet for the protection of 
their commerce in war 4 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Josep CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.) : Since the estab- 
lishmentof the protectorate, Parliament 
has voted slightly over a million in civil 
grants in aid for that territory, but most 
of the money has been spent in the 
protectorate, and rather less than 
£200,000 in the Crown Colony, which is 
about to be annexd to the Cape. The 
taxpayers of the Cape Colony have not 
contributed directly to the support of the 
. administration, but they have probably 
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done so indirectly in relation to the 
postal service and other matters. The 
answer to the second part of the hon. and 
gallant Member’s question is in the 
negative. [‘ Hear, hear ?”] 


Water Supply. 


EAST LONDON WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, with reference to 
the fact that the Reports of the Water 
Examiner to the Board of Trade show 
that since the great frost of last winter 
the quantity of water supplied by the 
East London Water Company has been 
largely in excess of that supplied by 
it before the frost, and that the 
average quantity supplied daily during 
last June was over 51 millions of 
gallons, whereas the quantity supplied 
during the month of June in each 
of the two preceding years was only 
43 millions of gallons, whether any facts 
have been laid before the Board of Trade 
by the Water Examiner or by the Com- 
pany to account for the great increase in 
the amount of the water thus supplied ? 

THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Henry 
CuaP.in, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I am 
informed by the East London Water 
Company that the increase in the quan- 
tity of water supplied during the month 
of June last, as compared with the supply 
during the corresponding month in the 
two preceding years, is due (1) to an 
increase of 36,000 in the population 
since 1893 ; (2) to the fact that a large 
number of pipes belonging to the con- 
sumers were burst—50,000 burst pipes 
having been found between April 20th 
and June 29th—in many instances the 
necessary repairs have not yet been 
carried out ; and (3) to the abnormally 
dry weather of May and June, when 
garden watering was a source of great 
waste. The Engineer of the Company 
states that all pipes belonging to the 
Company within the County of London 
which were damaged by frost or other- 
wise were replaced or made good by 
April 8th. I have communicated with 
Major-General Scott, the Water Exami- 
ner under the Metropolis Water Act, 
and he informs me that he has no infor- 
mation which would lead him to doubt 
the accuracy of the statements of the 
Company in this matter. [‘ Hear, 
hear !”] 
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Mr. JAMES STUART: I beg toask 
the President of the Board of Trade, 
what is the number of days’ supply repre- 
sented by the capacity of the storage 
reservoirs for unfiltered water belonging 
to the East London Water Company and 
to each of the other London Water 
Companies ¢ 

Mr. CHAPLIN : I have made inquir- 
ies of the several water companies as to 
the number of days’ supply represented 
by the capacity of their storage reservoirs 
for unfiltered water. The effect of the 
replies is as follows :—East London 
Water Company, an average of about 
17 days’ supply of Lea water; West 
Middlesex, six and a third days’ supply ; 
Grand Junction Company, three and a 
half days’ supply ; New River Company, 
four or five days’ average supply ; South- 
wark and Vauxhall, four days’ supply ; 
Chelsea, 134 days’ supply. [* Hear, 
hear !””] 

Mr. JAMES STUART: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House a Return showing the average 
amount of water supplied daily by the 
East London Water Company from 
various sources in each month during 
the past two years; and whether he 
will in future lay upon the Table of the 
House the monthly reports of the Water 
Examiner furnished to the Board of 
Trade as to the quantity and quality of 
the water supplied by each of the London 
Water Companies ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN : I am quite willing 
to lay upon the Table of the House a 
Return showing the average amount of 
water supplied daily by the East London 
Water Company from various sources in 
each month during the past two years, 
if the hon. Member will move for it. 
As regards the monthly reports of the 
water examiner, they are furnished by 
the Local Government Board to the 
London County Council and to all the 
sanitary authorities in the metropolis, 
and they are also placed on sale. It is 
hardly necessary to lay these reports 
upon the Table of the House, but if any 
Member would desire to be furnished 
with copies and will inform me of his 
wish, I will arrange that copies shall be 
‘regularly supplied to him. [‘ Hear, 
hear ! ”] 


VOL. XXXVI. [rourTH SERIEs. | 


{22 Aueust 1895} 





of Milk. 558 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Have these 
reports any official authority ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: Yes. 

*Sir C. DILKE: Are they not made 
by the companies themselves ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I am not quite 
sure upon that point. 


IMPORTATION OF MILK. 


ApmiraAL FIELD (Sussex, East- 
bourne) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, whether he 
can take any steps under the Law as it 
now stands to protect this country 
against the importations of milk from 
countries where foot-and-mouth, pleuro- 
pneumonia, or other infectious diseases 
exist, which are liable to be communi- 
cated not only to cattle but to human 
beings, and are consequently dangerous 
to public health; and, if the existing 
law is defective in this respect, will he 
ask for further parliamentary powers in 
the ensuing Session to enable him to 
cope with this acknowledged evil ? 

*Mr. WALTER LONG: If any dan- 
ger to the health of animals in this 
country were to arise by reason of the 
importation of milk from abroad, I think 
there is no doubt that I should be able 
to meet it by the exercise of the powers 
conferred upon me by the Diseases of 
Animals Act. Questions affecting the 
health of man fall, not within my own 
province, but within that of the Local 
Government Board, and it would be for 
that Board to consider whether further 
legislation is necessary in the direction 
indicated by my hon. and gallant Friend. 


Mr. KILBRIDE asked the right hon. 
gentleman whether he was aware that 
milk coming from abroad was frequently 
adulterated with borax, and also whether 
he was aware that in Brazil the use of 
borax was prohibited by Act of Parlia- 
ment as an adulteration of the article. 

*Mr. WALTER LONG said, that he 
believed that to be the case; but he had 
no power to interfere with imported milk 
on the ground that it was not satisfactory 
as human food. He could only inter- 
fere with milk and other agricultural 
produce in cases where the health of 
cattle was endangered in consequence of 
the condition of the article. 
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RAILWAY UNPUNCTUALITY. | 


Registers, 


560 
*Mr. H. M. STANLEY (Lambeth, 

Mr. R. P. HOUSTON (Liverpool, | N.): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
W. Toxteth): I veg to ask the Presi-| answers that question I wish to ask 
dent of the Board of Trade if he is| whether he is aware that this Stokes, 
aware of the great irregularity and|said to have been executed by the 
delay in the arrival of many trains! Belgians, is the well known Charlis 
belonging to various railway companies | Stokes who since 1879 has been a 
running into London, notably the South | merchant trader in East Africa, that he 





Eastern, London, Brighton and South | 
Coast, and the London, Chatham and | 
Dover, whereby the passengers travelling 
by these trains are occasioned great 
inconvenience and loss ; and whether he 
is in a position to enforce the arrival of 
trains at their destination in accordance 
with the time stated in the time tables 
issued by the various railway companies ; 
or, if not, is he prepared next Session to 
introduce such legislation as will enforce 
the same ! | 

Mr. RITCHIE: I regret to have! 
received many complaints of the un-| 
punctuality of the trains of the com-| 
panies referred to in my hon. Friend’s | 
question. I am not prepared at present | 
to say anything as regards legislation | 
on the subject, but if my hon. Friend 
would like to move for a Return of | 
Passenger Trains arriving in London in| 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper | 
210, of 1895, I shall be glad to support 
his Motion. 





GOVERNMENT PRINTING CONTRACTS, 

Mr. T. LOUGH: I beg to ask the. 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it is 
the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to propose, early next Session, the 
reappointment, in accordance with its 
recommendation, of the Committee 
appointed in the late Parliament to 
consider questions connected with print- 
ing contracts ? 

Mr. HANBURY : Yes, Sir, I have 
every intention of doing as the hon. 
Member suggests. 


HANGING A BRITISH TRADER IN THE 
CONGO STATE. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD - BART- 
LETT : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
it is a fact that a British trader, named 
Stokes, has been hanged by Belgian 
officers on the Upper Congo ; and if so, 
what action Her Majesty’s Government 
propose to take in this matter ? 


was a Protestant lrishman from the 
north of Ireland, that he first went out 
to Africa as a missionary, that he after- 
wards distinguished himself by his mer- 
cantile enterprise, that he exercised a 
vast influence among the natives, and 
that he was the man who established 
M’Wanga —— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: “Order, order!” 
The hon. Member is somewhat exceeding 
the limits of a Supplementary Question ? 


| [ Laughter. 


*Mr. CURZON: In answer to the 
question of the hon. Member for 
North Lambeth, I have to state that I 
was aware that Mr. Stokes was a well- 
known person in Africa, although I was 
not acquainted with all the details men- 
tioned in the question of the hon. 
Member. In reply to the hon. Member 
for the Ecclesall Division of Sheffield I 
have to state that the fact of the execu- 
tion is as alleged. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have applied for, but have not yet 
received, a full statement of the grounds 
of this action on the part of the Congo 
State authorities, and they are not 
therefore at present in a position to 

ronounce an opinion on the matter. 

‘“ Hear, hear!” 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.) 
asked whether the right hon. Gentleman 
could say whether Charlie Stokes was a 
Protestant Home Ruler from Ireland. 
[ Laughter. | 

No answer was given to this question. 


PAPAL REGISTERS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the attention of 
the Record Department has been called 
to an article in the Jrish Ecclesiastical 
Record for April last, in which strong 
complaint is made of the manner in 
which the gentleman commissioned to 
investigate and edit the documents in 
the Papal Registers relating to Great 
Britain and Ireland has discharged his 
duties ; whether he is aware that the 
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summaries of the documents as published 
in Volume I. of the “Calendar of 
Entries” are seriously imperfect; that 
the translations of the Latin of the 
documents contain gross blunders even 
on elementary points ; that the arrange- 
ment of the abstracted documents is not 
chronological, as the instructions to 
editors require ; that the volume con- 
tains numerous errors in chronology 
arising from the want of knowledge and 
care of the editor, and that no transla- 
tion or explanation is attempted of large 
numbers of obsolete and feudal and legal 
terms, or that they are mistranslated ; 
whether complaints have reached the 
Department of the Irish portion of the 
work, and of the errors resulting from 
the total ignorance of the editor of Irish 
topography and the forms of Irish 
local names ; whether it is the case that 
the Record Department employ only one 
person on this important historical work 
at a total annual cost of £380, whereas 
the French Government employ 12 
scholars for the same purpose; and 
whether the Record Department will 
take care that the remaining portion 
of the work is more efficiently done; 
that a sufficient staff is employed for 
the purpose ; and that, to secure that the 
Irish portion of the work is properly 
done, some Irish scholar will also be 
employed on it? 

Sir M.W.RIDLEY : [haveascertained 
from the authorities of the Record Office 
that their attention had not been called 
to the article in question ; and that they 
had received no complaints as to the 
Irish entries. The serious allegations 
made by the hon. Member demand a 
careful investigation by competent 
persons; and such an inquiry would 
obviously require some little time. I 
am not familiar with the working of the 
Record Department, but I shall commu- 
nicate with that Department with a 
view to having the necessary inquiry 
made, and shall be glad to convey to 
the hon. Member the results of the steps 
taken, 


OLIVER CROMWELL STATUE. 
*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the 
Council of Education if he will 
explain why the statue of Oliver 
Cromwell has been 
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the Cromwell Road entrance of South 
Kensington Museum; when, and by 
whose authority, it was removed ; and, 
what has been done with the statue ? 
THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge 
University) : The statue referred to by the 
hon. Member is a plaster cast, which was 
withdrawn from exhibition last June by 
the authority of the Committee of 


‘Council, who did not consider its artistic 


merit sufficient to justify its retention. 
It is now stored in the old iron building 
belonging to the Museum. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give his assist- 
ance to get a proper artistic statue put 
up at Westminster ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ SCHOOLS. 
*Mr. FLYNN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether, in view of the letters of 
Mr. John Morley, dated respectively 
8th June and 24th June, to the Com- 
missioners of National Education for 
Ireland, the resolution of the Board of 
Commissioners, dated 18th June, and 
minutes of the proceedings of the Board 
on 25th June, the Lord Lieutenant is 
now prepared to sanction the scheme 
of the Commissioners under which the 
Christian Brothers’ and other schools 
engaged in primary education may be- 
come entitled to State aid? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I re- 
plied yesterday to a similar question 
addressed to me by the hon. Member for 
North Dublin. 


EDUCATION GRANT. 

Viscount CRANBORNE (Colches- 
ter): I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education, whether he is aware that 
Lutterworth School has been deprived, 
under Article 107 of the Code, of part 
of the grant earned ; whether, though a 
sufficient amount to meet the grant from 
other sources was not returned on 
Form 9, yet a sufficient amount was in 
fact provided, and was returned either 
upon Form 9 or upon a separate paper 
sent in simultaneously; and whether, 
under these circumstances, the decision 
of the Department will be reconsidered 
and the full grant paid ? 
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Sir JOHN GORST: A sum of 
£36. 12s. Od. voluntary subscriptions, 
was not included in the accounts 
furnished to the Department. If the 
managers are prepared to amend their 
accounts, the Committee of Council will 
consider whether an additional grant 
cannot be paid. 


SHEERNESS DOCKYARD. 

Mr. F. G. BARNES (Kent, Faver- 
sham): I beg to ask the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty whether a petition has 
been received from the _ established 
painters of Sheerness Dockyard, com- 
plaining that in their case classification 
has not been abolished ; and whether 
he will take steps for the removal of this 
cause of complaint ? 

Toe CIVIL LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AvstEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): A petition was re- 
ceived last year from the established 
painters of Sheerness Dockyard, asking 
for the abolition of classification and 
that they might all be raised to their 
maximum rate of pay, but it was not 
granted. I cannot promise that this de- 
cision shall be reversed, but any fresh 
petitions which the men may make in 
due course will be carefully considered. 


LAND CASES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, will he 
explain why the County Court Judges 
have not been requested to follow the 
procedure to be adopted by the Land 
Commission, and postpone judgments in 
pending land cases until the promised 
Land Act is passed next Session ; will 
the Court of Appeal in Ireland be asked 
to postpone its judgments in similar 
cases ; and at what date will the prac- 
tice of postponing judgments commence, 
and for how long will it continue ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
hon. and learned Member appears to 
be labouring under a misapprehension 
No request has been made by me to the 
Land Commission to adopt a particular 
course of procedure. I merely asked 
from the Commissioners an expression 
of their opinion on certain points, and I 
received from Mr. Justice Bewley an 
answer, the substance of which I have 
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already communicated to the House, 
That being so, I hardly see that the 
hon. and learned Member’s question 
calls for further reply. 

Mr. I. M. HEALY: I understood 
that it was stated yesterday [ Ministerial 
cries of “Order!”] that it would be 
proper for the County Court Judges—— 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Did not the 
right hon. Gentleman state on Tuesday 
that it would be proper for the County 
Court Judges to embody the procedure 
of the Land Commission ; and, therefore, 
why should not the Court of Appeal, of 
which Lord Ashbourne, a.-Member of 
the present Government, is.the head ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Put in 
that form, the question is a purely 
polemical one, which I am not in a 
position to answer. [Cheers.] 


CARDIFF CUSTOM HOUSE. 


*Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, whether the 
purchase of a site for the new Custom 
House at Cardiff has yet been completed; 
what steps are being taken towards 
erecting the building; and when it is 
likely to be finished ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS replied to 
the question, and said: The purchase of 
a site for the new Custom House at 
Cardiff could not be proceeded with 
until the sum required had been voted. 
That having now been done, the purchase 
of the site will be completed, it is ex- 
pected, very shortly ; after which, steps 
will be taken towards erecting the 
building. No provision for the building 
is made in this year’s Vote. 


LUNACY. 

Dr. KENNY : (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 
whether the Government have under 
consideration the desirability of entering 
into negotiations with Foreign Govern- 
ments with a view to the appointment 
of an International Commission to 
inquire into the great increase in the 
terrible scourge of lunacy noticed, not 
only in the United Kingdom, but also 
in all countries from which statistics are 
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procurable ; and, if not, whether he will 
give the question his serious consideration 
during the Recess ? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY : The increase 
in the number of admissions of lunatic 
patients into institutions is attributed 
by the Lunacy Commissioners, in great 
measure, to causes other than an increase 
of thedisease of insanity in its more serious 
forms, and in their last Report they point 
to the continuously increasing proportion 
of old age admissions as confirming this 
view. At present, I have no well- 
digested information with respect to 
foreign countries, and am not satisfied 
that anything would be gained by an 
International Commission. I will, how- 
ever, consider the matter during the 
Recess. 


Superannuation 


DISMISSAL OF BAHRI PASHA. 

Dr. FOX (King’s College, Tullamore) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether he 
is able to confirm the report that 
Bahri Pasha, Governor of Van, in 
Turkish Armenia, has been suspended 
from office, and will be tried by 
Court-martial at Constantinople on 
charges of inhuman treatment of Christian 
prisoners ; and, whether he will com- 
municate to the House the Consular 
Reports dealing with the career of Bahri 
Pasha at Van. 

*Mr. CURZON: Bahri Pasha has 
been dismissed from office as Vali of Van, 
in consequence of representations made 
to the Turkish Government by Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Constanti- 
nople. No information has been 
received that he will be tried by Court- 
martial. The maladministration of 
Bahri Pasha has frequently been men- 
tioned in dispatches from Her Majesty's 
Consular officers, but there are no 
special Reports dealing with his career 
which could be laid before the House. 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION IN 

; SCOTLAND. 
*Mr. J. M. WHITE (Forfarshire) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, 
whether he can state the total amount 
of Residue Grant, available for technical 
education in Scotland, paid in each of 
the last three years from the Probate 
Duties Grant, as provided under The 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
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amended as to the last year’s grant by 
The Finance Act, 1894, and under The 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) 
Act, 1890, and the cause of the great 
diminution this year ; and, whether, in 
view of the great injury done with 
regard to technical, especially agricu- 
tural, instruction by the reduction and 
uncertainty of the grant, the Govern- 
ment will provide a supplementary 
Estimate to make good the deficiency, 
and will make, by legislation or other- 
wise, permanent provision for the future. 
*ToeE LORD ADVOCATE: I 
assume that this question relates to 
what is commonly known as the Residue 
Grant under the Act of 1890. I find 
that the figures during the last three 
years are as follows :—1892-3, £54,311 ; 
1893-4, £54,430 ; 1894-5, £39,400. The 
decrease in the last year is due partly 
to the diminished amount of Customs 
and Excise duties transferred to the 
account, and partly to prior charges 
defrayed from the account under the 
Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 
1890. The whole arrangements being 
statutory, it would not be appropriate 
to present a Supplementary Estimate on 
the subject. In suggesting that these 
arrangements should be re-cast with the 
view of stereotyping the amount avail- 
able for technical instruction, the hon. 
Member raises a large question, upon 
which I am not prepared at present to 
offer an opinion. 


SUPERANNUATION OF TEACHERS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bigshire, W.): I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, whether he has considered 
the report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
question of the superannuation of 
teachers of public elementary schools, 
which was presented to the House in 
February last; and, whether in view of 
the pressing need of th2 establishment 
of such a national state-aided system of 
superannation, he will be prepared to 
legislate next Session upon the lines of 
the recommendations of the Committee. 

Sir JOHN GORST: The report 
referred to by the hon. Member, and 
the legislation necessary to carry out 
its recommendations are under the 
consideration of the Government. 
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PAUPER DISTRICT SCHOOLS. 


Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board, when the 
Report of the Committee appointed by 
his predecessor to consider the position 
of pauper district schools will be 
presented to Parliament. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I have made in- 
quiry, and am informed that the 
Committee are preparing their Report, 
but I am not in a position to specify the 
date when the Report will be presented 
to Parliament. 


IMPERIAL POSTAGE STAMPS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the representative of the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that there is a general demand for an 
international, or at least, for an Imperial 


postage stamp ; whether, in the absence | 


of this stamp, he will set apart a room 
in the new General Post Office, and also 
a room in each of the more important 
post offices of Liverpool, Manchester, 
Birmingham, Edinburgh, Glasgow, Dub- 
lin, Belfast, &c., where the postage 
stamps of the Colonies of the Empire may 
be purchased, in order to give facilites to 
the public to send stamped letters for 
replies ; and, whether he is aware that 
British postage stamps are sold in certain 
Australian post offices. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster- 
General is not aware that there is any 
general demand either for an_inter- 
national stamp or for an Imperial stamp, 
though there is a certain limited demand 
for such a stamp as the means of 
prepaying the postage on replies to 
letters sent abroad. He does not feel 
that he would be justified in making 
arrangements for the sale of colonial 
stamps, for which he also believes that 
there is no effective demand here, 
especially as such stamps would probably 
be used for remitting small sums of 
money to the colonies, and there are 
strong objections to the remittance of 
money by such means. The Postmaster 
General is aware that English stamps 
are sold at certain Australian post- 
offices. 
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IMPERIAL POSTAL ORDERS AND 
EXPRESS LETTERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the representative of the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that there is no exchange of postal 
orders between England and many of 
the important Colonies of the Empire, 
including Australasia; whether he is 
aware that repeated applications have 
been made by the Australasian post- 
masters general for the introduction of 
these postal orders; and, whether he 
will reverse the decision of his prede- 
cessors, by giving a trial or-experimental 
introduction of Imperial postal orders? 

The hon. Member further asked whether 


‘the Postmaster General is aware that 
/an express letter sent from England to 
| France or Germany on Saturday night 


is delivered on the Sunday ; but that an 
express letter arriving in London on 
Sunday morning from the Continent or 
from any town in England, Ireland, or 
Scotland, is not delivered until Monday 
morning, although telegrams are de- 
livered in London on Sunday mornings ; 
and, whether he will give instructions 
that express letters shall be treated as 
telegrams in regard to their delivery in 
London on Sundays? 

Mr. HANBURY : I will deal with 
the two questions of my hon. Friend 
together. They both relate to important 
questions of public policy, and I cannot 
doubt that my hon. Friend will perceive 
that neither the Postmaster General nor 
Her Majesty's Government can be 
prepared, on a short notice, to reverse 
the decision of preceding Administrations 
upon subjects of a complicated character 
which require the most thorough 
consideration. 


RUTHIN PETTY SESSIONS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, whether his attention 
has been directed to the proceedings at 
the Petty Sessions at Ruthin on the 12th 
inst. Whether he is aware that a 
summons for drunkenness against 4 
resident in the Borough was laid before 
the Bench for signature, and that two 
magistrates, the warden of Ruthin and 
Mr. T. W. Rouw, had previously declined 
to sign the summons upon the ground 
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that they were on intimate terms with 
the family of the gentleman charged 
with drunkenness; whether it is com- 
petent for a magistrate to refuse to sign 
a summons upon such grounds; and, 
whether he will inquire into the circum. 
stances referred to? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY : I have inquired 
into the circumst:nces of the matter 
referred to, and am informed that only 
one of the magistrates mentioned was 
asked to sign the summons, and that he 
he did not positively refuse to do so, but 
merely expressed the opinion that it had 
better be done by someone else. Though 
the signing of summonses is a ministerial 
and not a judicial act, this feeling seems 
very natural. I have no information 
leading me to think that inconvenience 
was caused or the administration of 
justice hampered in any degree by the 
view the magistrates took of their duties. 


CIVIL SERVICE PROMOTIONS. 
Mr. E. R. PICKERSGILL (Beth- 


nal Green, S. W.): On_ behalf of 
the hon. Member for West Newington, 
Captain Norton, I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether no 
promotions from the Second to the First 
Division of the Civil Service have been 
made in the following Departments : 
Treasury, Foreign Office, Colonial Office, 
Home Office, War Office, Post Office, 
Customs, Exchequer and Audit Depart- 
ment, Education Department, Charity 
Commission, and Civil Service Com- 
mission ; and, if so, whether immediate 
steps will be taken to apply the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission on 
Civil Establishments to these Depart- 
ments as well as to others in which no 
such promotions have been made ? 


*Mr. HANBURY: I am not aware 
that any promotions have been made in 
the Departments specified to posts in the 
First Division, which are ordinarily filled 
by Class I. competitions. Whenever the 
head of a department, in the First 
Division of which a vacancy existed, has 
reported that a Second Division clerk 
' had shown exceptional capacity and such 
qualifications as fitted him for the vacant 
appointment, the Treasury has always 
assented to such clerk’s promotion. 
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ALLEGED MASSACRE OF MUSSULMAN 
VILLAGERS. 

*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BART- 
LEYT: I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether her 
Majesty’s Government have information 
confirming the statements in the Press 
that the Mussulman village of Dospat in 
the Rhodope district has been burned by 
Bulgarian marauders, and the inhabi- 
tants, including women and children, 
massacred ; whether other Mussulman 
villages have been treated in a 
similar way; and, whether her Ma- 
jesty’s Government will insist upon 
an investigation being made with regard 
to these atrocities similar to that con- 
ducted into the alleged outrages in 
Armenian districts 4 


*Mr. CURZON : Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment have received no authoritative 
information confirming the alleged attack 
upon Dospat. As I said in my reply of 
Monday, the 19th, they have heard of 
the attack upon Yanakli, and represen- 
tations have heen addressed to the 
Bulgarian Government, which has given 
assurantes of its intention to preserve 
order upon the frontier. As I also said 
on Monday, there appears to be no 
necessity for an investigation by the 
British Government. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
asked whether the Bulgarian Govern- 
ment had promised that the persons who 
had committed this massacre would be 
punished ? 


*Mr. CURZON: I am not aware of 
any such promise having been either 
asked for or made. 


BOER GOVERNMENT 

TRANSVAAL. 
*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BART- 
LETT : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, whether he can 
state what reply has been made by the 
Boer Government and Volksraad to a 
petition recently presented to them, 
signed by over 30,000 non-Boer residents 
of the Transvaal, asking for constitu- 
tional rights ? 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : I 
have no official information, but I have 
learned unofficially that the Petition 
has not been granted. 


AND THE 
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INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
WALES. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education, whether he is 
aware that the scheme for Glamorgan- 
shire, under The Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, 1889, which lay upon the 
Table of the House last Session for 
nearly two months without meeting with 
any opposition, failed to become Law 
owing to the dissolution of Parliament a 
few days before the full period necessary 
for it to lie upon the Table had been 
completed, and that the schemes relating 
to every one of the other counties have 
been passed ; if he is aware that inter- 
mediate school buildings have already 
been erected at very considerable expense 
at Aberdare, Barry, Penarth, Pontypridd, 
Port Talbot, Porth, and Ystalyfera, and 
are ready for use immediately the scheme 
passes, several of these having been ready 
for over a year ; and, whether, under the 
circumstances, he will consider the ad- 
visability of passing a short measure this 
Session authorising her Majesty in 
Council to sanction the scheme, or pro- 
viding in some other manner for the 
passage of the scheme into Law without 


further delay. 

Sir JOHN GORST: I am aware of 
the facts stated in the first two para- 
graphs of the hon. Member’s question ; 
but I regret that I cannot advise the 
Government to bring in special legisla- 
tion on the subject. 


THE LOSS OF THE STEAMER 
“ SEAFORD.” 

*Mr. J. C. MACDONA (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade—(1) whether he is 
aware that 255 passengers on board the 
Seaford steamship, which was run down 
by the Lyon steamship in a collision in 
the English Channel on the 20th instant, 
would all have probably perished but for 
the prompt action of Captain Sharp of 
the Seaford, who reassured the passengers 
by at once distributing life belts to 
every one of them ; and (2) whether, in 
view of this fact, he will inquire whether 
the crowded steamers on the Kiver 
Thames running to Margate, Clacton, 
and other places are similarly provided 
with a full complement of life belts ready 
at hand for a similar emergency ? 
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Mr. W. WOODALL (Hanley) asked 
whether the Board of Trade was satis- 
fied that the boats of these Channel 
steamers like the Seaford were adequate 
for the rescue of the very large number 
of passengers they carried ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I have seensomenews- 
paper accounts of the circumstances of the 
collision to which my hon. Friend refers, 
but, as a formal inquiry will probably be 
held, I am sure he will not expect me to 
express any opinion whatever as to the 
facts of the case. In reply to the second 
paragraph of the question, the steamers 
referred to are required to hold Board 
of Trade passenger certificates, and those 
certificates are not issued until the 
surveyors are satisfied that- doats, life- 
belts, and other life-saving appliances 
are provided in accordance with law 
and are in good condition. I am sure 
that I am in accord with the general 
feeling in the country in expressing 
great satisfaction at the prompt and 
eflicient action taken by the captain of 
the Seaford, and also of the Lyon after 
the collision, which probably was the 
means of preventing a deplorable loss of 
life. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 

*Mr. MACDONA asked if it was 
within the province of the Board of 
Trade to officially recognise the conduct 
of Captain Sharp? 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON asked 
if it was not the fact that the Seaford 
was kept afloat owing to her bulkheads, 


'and whether the right hon. Gentleman 
| intended in the next Session to bring in 


a Bill to compel all ships to have bulk- 
heads in order to give greater security ! 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I suppose the hon. 
Member refers to the Lyon, which was 
kept afloat by that means; the Seaford 
sank. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON said he 
understood that the Seaford was kept 
afloat some 45 minutes because she had 
bulkheads. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that 'the 
collision was in such a vital part of the 
Seaford as to put any chance of saving 
the ship out of the question. The ship 
had watertight compartments un- 
doubtedly. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON again 
asked if the right hon. Gentleman would 
bring in a Bill making bulkheads com- 
pulsory ? 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid I cannot 


promise any legislation for next Session ; | 


but if the hon. Member desires any 
further information on the subject I will 
have further inquiries made. I cannot 
say whether the Board of Trade can 
officially recognise the conduct of Captain 


Sharp, of the Seaford, but I will con- 


sider the matter. 

*Mr. MACDONA asked whether, in 
view of the fact that the Thames river 
steamers were abnormally crowded at 
this season of the year, the right hon. 
Gentleman would cause special inquiry 
to be made as to the provision for saving 
life ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE said it was the duty 
of the inspectors of the Board of Trade 
from time to time to see that the appli- 
ances were kept in good order. If the 


hon. Member desired him to make special 
inquiry into a particular case he would 
certainly do so. 


CROWN TENANTS IN CARNARVON- 
SHIRE. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, whether the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests have 
lately received applications from a 
number of Crown tenants in Carnarvon- 
shire for the purchase of their holdings ; 
whether he is aware that the holdings 
were enclosed and reclaimed from public 
commons, and built upon by thetenanfs or 
their predecessors in title; whether the 
Crown has ever spent any, and, if so, 
what amount of money in ,improving 
these holdings; and whether, seeing 
that the tenants are willing, if they 
are allowed to purchase, that the con- 
veyances shall contain a proviso entitling 
the Crown to repurchase at the same 
price, and without any increase on 
account of subsequent improvements, in 
case the holdings should ever be required 
by the Crown or its tenants for quarrying 
purposes, he will state what answer has 
been given to the application ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: In the course of 
negotiations for renewing tenancies of 
land in Carnarvonshire which was 
originally waste of a Crown Lordship 
but never a “ Public Common” some of 
the tenants have asked to be allowed to 
purchase their holdings, and have been 
informed that their request cannot be 
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granted. The holdings were enclosed 
and have probably in most of the cases 
been improved by the tenants, but the 
land was never a “ Public Common” but 
waste of a Crown Lordship over which 
only the common right of pasture was 
enjoyed by the tenants of the Lordship. 
The soil and freehold are and always have 
been in the Crown. The Crown has not 
directly spent money in improving the 
holdings, but in order that the tenants 
might recoup themselves they were 
allowed to hold the lands for many years 
atanominal rent, which was subsequently 
increased and is now, after 60 years 
from the date of the first occupation, not 
more than a fair rent having regard to 
the history of the holdings. The Com- 
missioners of Woods were so ill advised 
some 50 or 60 years ago as to sell some 
of the land in the same neighbourhood. 
They have had to buy it back at an 
enormously increased price. The district 
is the centre of a slate quarry industry, 
and the main interest of the Crown is 
in these slate quarries. In the opinion 
of the Commissioners of Woods, having 
regard to the future development of the 
slate quarries, the Crown ought not to 
create any interest in the land other 
than leasehold interests determinable 
whenever the development of the quarries 
renders such a course necessary. Subject 
to this condition the tenants have been 
offered and in many cases have accepted 
leases for 21 years. Conveyances con- 
taining a proviso for repurchase would 
lead to demands, alleged to be founded 
on equitable considerations, which the 
Commissioner of Woods would probably 
find himself unable to resist if the time 
should come when the proviso might have 
to be enforced. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS asked if all 
the land that had been sold had been 
repurchased, and if not all, what pro- 
portion of it had been. 

*Mr. HANBURY : I did not say all, 
but only a certain proportion. If the 
hon. Member wants further information 
I will make inquiries. 


LAW OFFICERS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. E. CARSON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether the 
Law Officers in Ireland are under any 
restrictions as to private practice similar 
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to those adopted in England and Scot- 
land ; and, if not, whether the Treasury 
intend to impose such restrictions. 

*Mr. HANBURY : The answer to the 
first question is in the negative. As to 
the second question, the matter has not 
been brought before the Treasury, and 
it would therefore be premature to say 
what course will be adopted with regard 
to future appointments. 

Mr. DALZIEL : I should like to ask 
whether the assumption in the question 
is correct, that private practice is pro- 
hibited so far as the Scotch Law Officers 
are concerned, and whether, in view of 
the fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
himself brought forward a Motion in 
favour of the prohibition of private 
practice only a few months ago, it is 
now his intention to carry his views into 
effect ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: This is not a 
Treasury matter, so far as I am con- 
cerned ; as regards the Scotch appoint- 
ments, the information given to me was 
that the Scotch Officers were not allowed 
to take private practice except under 
restrictions. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why is not this 
a Treasury matter, and what is the dis- 
tinction that is made? 

Mr. DALZIEL: I would further ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether, in 
view of the fact that this is the first 
intimation that we have had as to the 
prohibition of private practice by the 
Scotch Law Officers, it is possible for a 
minute to be laid on the Table? 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Surely we are 
entitled to an answer from the right hon. 
Gentleman. Why is there a distinction 
between England and Ireland; why is 
it a Treasury matter in England, and a 
non-Treasury matter in lreland ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: I am afraid I 
cannot answer that question off-hand. If 
the hon. Gentleman will put it down on 
the Paper I shall be very glad to answer 
it afterwards. 


Regent's 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES. 

Mr. R. A. YERBURGH (Chester): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Goverment Board, whether, in view of 
the statements in the Reports of the 
Sub-Commissioners appointed by the 
Royal Commission on Labour in refer- 
ence to the question of cottage 


Mr. E. Carson. 
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accommodation for labourers, to the 
effect that, while on the estates of the 
large landowners and in the close villages 
the cottages are of sufficent size, in proper 
sanitary condition, and well kept up, in 
open villages and where land is held by 
small speculators there are a large number 
of cottages unfit for human habitation, 
the Local Government Buard have drawn 
the attention of any sanitary authorities 
to the subject; and, if so, of what 
authorities ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN : The practice of the 
Local Government Board his been to 
refer to the reports of the Assistant 
Commissioners in connection with the 
examination of the annual reports of 
medical officers of health, and where the 
Reports of the Assistant Commissioners 
have contained statements respecting 
cottage accommodation the Board have 
communicated with the local authority 
on the subject when it has appeared to 
them that advantage would be likely to 
result from such communication. Apart, 
however,from the Reports of the Assistant 
Commissioners, the Board areaccustomed, 
upon the materials furnished by the 
annual reports of the local authorities, 
to matters of sanitary importance in 
connection with the housing of the 
working classes. It would entaila great 
amount of labour to go through the files 
with respect to all the sanitary districts 
in the country for the purpose of pre- 
paring a list of the cases in which action 
has been taken in the matter. 


REGENT’S CANAL. 

Me. J. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
of the large loss of life which has 
occurred, especially of children, in the 
Regent’s Canal at Haggerston, owing to 
the entire absence of railings on many 
portions of the canal banks; and, 
whether he will at once insist upon some 
adequate provision being made to pre- 
vent as far as possible a continuance of 
this evil! 

Mr. RITCHIE: We have no infor- 
mation on the subject referred to by my 
hon. Friend, because such accidents in 
the ordinary course would not be re- 
ported to the Board of Trade, but I will 
communicate with the Company on the 
subject. 
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SALVATION ARMY SHELTER. 


the President of the Local Government 
Board, whether his attention has been 
called to a report in the Times of the 
‘15th instant of a case at the Southwark 
Police Court, in which the chief officer 
of the Salvation Army Shelter in Black- 
friars Road was charged with an offence 
under the Public Health Act, viz., of 
conducting the shelter in a manner 
injurious to the health of the inmates ; 
whether the state of the atmosphere was 
described as dangerous not only to 
health, but to life; whether it was 
known to the Board that a considerable 
number of cases of smallpox lately 
admitted to the hospital ships of the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board came from 
these shelters ; and, whether he will take 
measures to place all such institutious 
under medical inspection. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: My attention has 
been called to a report in the Z'imes of 
the 15th inst., as to proceedings insti- 
tuted by the Vestry of St. George the 
Martyr, Southwark, with regard to 
alleged overcrowding of the Salvation 
Army Shelter in Blackfriars Road. I 
understand that the case was adjourned, 
and no decision has yet been given by 
the Magistrate in this matter, and I 
think, therefore, that I cannot properly 
make any observations with reference to 
the evidence referred to. The Local 
Government Board are aware that a 
considerable number of cases of small- 
pox have occurred amongst persons who 
have been relieved in the Salvation 
Army Shelters. In the early part of 
last year the Board directed an inquiry 
as to the arrangements in connection 
with these shelters, especially as regards 
dealing with cases of infectious disease, 
and at the beginning of the present 
month I requested that further inquiries 
should be made by one of the medical 
inspectors of the Board as to precaution- 
ary meaures taken at the shelters with 
a view to the detection of cases of small- 
pox among the persons admitted. The 
general result of the inquiry would 
appear to be that the Salvation Army 
authorities realise their responsibility in 
the matter of smallpox, and are anxious 
to do all in their power to prevent the 
spread of that disease by means _ the 
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|Shelters. The Local Government Board 
Mr. J. G. TALBOT: I beg to ask| 


are not empowered to enforce a medical 
inspection. Any powers for this purpose, 
apart from those which may be exercised 
by the medical officer of health, could 
only be obtained by legislation. The 
subject has been receiving my attention, 
and the question as to an alteration of 
the law with regard to these and other 
similar institutions will be considered by 
me. 


DR. HERZ. 


Mr. H. SETON - KARR (St. 
Helen’s) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, whether, 
in view of the fact that Dr. Herz has 
now been under arrest for a period of 
two and a-half years, viz, since 
19th January, 1893, without having his 
ease legally investigated, Her Majesty’s 
Government will state what steps (if 
any) are to be taken to investigate this 
case, and to ascertain whether there are 
any, and what, sufficient grounds to 
justify Dr. Herz, continued detention ? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY said the French 
Government had been approached with 
a view to a convention being arrived at 
enabling proceedings in the case of Dr. 
Cornelius Herz to be taken under the 
Act of last Session. Unless and until 
such a convention is made, the Govern- 
ment can do nothing to expedite the 
hearing of the case. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD, 
IRELAND. 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
I beg to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether the Report 
of the Congested Districts Board of 
Ireland for the year 1894 has been 
yet issued ; and, if not, can he explain 
the cause of the delay in issuing it ; and, 
can he say when the report will be avail- 
able for Members ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that the Report is in prepara- 
tion and will be issued as soon as possible. 
I have urged upon the Board the desira- 
bility of allowing no unnecessary delay 
to take place in the completion of the 
Report. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he proposes, and when, 
to make provision for the extension of 
Light Railways in Ireland ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR:: The ex- 
tension of Light Railways is a subject 
that has my sympathetic consideration, 
but it is impossible at present to give a 
definite answer to the hon. Member’s 
question. 


REPAIR OF HIGHWAYS. 

Captain BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness) : I beg toask Mr. Attorney- 
General whether Section 35, 25 & 26 
Vic. c. 61, still describes the procedure 
to be followed where it is desired to 
make a road repairable ratione tenwrae 
repairable by the highway authority, ex- 
cept so far as the highway authority has 
since been changed ? 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY wished 
as a point of order to ask whether 
this question could be put, seeing that 
the other day he was informed at the 
Table that a particular question could not 
be put because it involved an abstract 
pointof law’? Was not this question of a 
similar character, and if so how was it 
that some members were allowed to put 
questions of this kind and others not ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER said that as a rule 
abstract questions of law ought not to be 
put on the Paper. He had not had an 
opportunity of considering the question, 
but the Attorney-General might answer 
it if he chose to do so. 

Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
RicuarpD WepsstER, Isle of Wight): As 
regards highways situate in a highway 
district or transferred to a Rural District 
Council under the Local Government 
Act of 1894, the procedure to be followed 
is that prescribed by Section 35 of 25 
& 26 Vic., cap. 61, as amended by 
Section 24 of the Highway Act, 1864. 
As regards highways in rural parishes 
not forming part of a highway district, 
or in urban parishes, the procedure is 
governed by the analogous Section 62 of 
the Highway Act, 1835. 


WELSH LAND COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state when the Report 
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of the Welsh Land Commission is likely 
to be issued ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) said, that from inquiry he had found 
that there was very little chance of the 
report of the Welsh Land Commission 
being ready before the end of this year 
or the beginning of next. 


INTERNATIONAL CURRENCY. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether, in consonance with the views 
he has repeatedly expressed, he will 
advise Her Majesty's Government to 
invite an International Conference, in 
order to arrive at an international agree- 
ment on the most stable basis for an 
International Currency ? Ge 

Tue FIRST LORD or tie TREA- 
SURY: I am, as I have always been, 
strongly in favour of international agree- 
ment, but I have no right to pledge my 
colleagues on the subject—{ “hear, hear!” 
—nor have I any grounds for thinking 
that such an agreement would, at the 
present moment, be the result of an 
international congress. [‘ Hear, hear!”| 
A second abortive congress would be a 
serious misfortune. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY BILL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
view of his statement that no contentious 
business will be proceeded with this 
Session, he intends to introduce the West 
Highland Railway Guarantee Bill ? 

Mr. DALZIEL asked whether cir- 
cumstances had not changed in respect 
to the Bill since the recommendation was 
made by the Committee four years ago, 
on which it was based; and whe- 
ther the Bill would not, consequently, 
occupy a long time? He might remind 
the hon. Gentleman that the Member 
from whom the opposition last session 
chiefly came, had since succumbed to 
the chances of Parliamentary election ? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, that in that 
case he must ask further, whether the 
question of the grant to the West High- 
land Railway, guaranteeing a large ex- 
penditure of public money, depended on 
the result of an election as to whether the 
matter became contentious or not? 
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Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Not at all; but the fact that 
the Gentleman who principally opposed 
it is no longer in this House. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Yes, he is—I prin- 
cipally opposed it. 

Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREA- 
SURY : I do not wish to determine the 
precedence between the hon. Gentleman 
and Mr. Birkmyre, who is the Gentleman 
to whom I referred. If it turns out 
that the Bil] is so regarded, it will not 
be proceeded with, and the responsibility 
of its being dropped must then rest on 
those who make it contentious. 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman did not consider a 
Bill contentious which proposed, for the 
first time in Scotland, to guarantee State 
help to a railway ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is only repeating, in an 
argumentative form, what has already 
been answered. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
Mr. J. W. Lowruer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Cuass IT. 


On the Vote of £23,559 to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1896, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Offices of the House of 
Lords, 

Mr. T. P. O’;CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) observed that he was very glad 
to see the right hon. Member for Preston 
in his place, not only because of his 
feeling of pleasure, which he believed 
was universal, at the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s well-deserved promotion, but also 
because he was about to make a Motion 
in which he confidently relied on the 
Member for Preston’s support. The 
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Motion he intended to make was for 
a reduction of item A, relating to sala- 
ries in the Department of the Lord 
Chancellor, by a sum of £500. Before 
the Motion was put from the Chair, he 
thought he should be within his right in 
making a few observations on the Vote 
in general. The only Motions which he 
believed would be shut out by his Motion 
being put from the Chair, were those 
referring to the first item of the Vote, 
namely, item A ; and if any hon. Member 
wished to move a Motion precedent to 
that, he apprehended it would have to 
be on the salary of the Lord Chancellor. 

THe CHAIRMAN : Perhaps I had 
better explain. If any hon. Member 
moves a Motion for the reduction of a 
particular item, after that Motion is put 
from the Chair—whether it is pressed to 
a Division or not does not signify—it is 
not then competent for the Committee 
to go back upon any previous item. The 
right course to take, is for any hon. 
Member who wishes to move a reduction 
on the first item, to rise and say so. I 
understand the hon. Member to say he 
desired to move a reduction on the first 
item ? 

Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR replied in the 
affirmative ; but said he had no desire to 
do that if any hon. Member wished to 
discuss the Vote as a whole. Perhaps 
the most convenient plan would be for 
him to discuss the Vote as a whole, and 
then allow any hon. Friends who desired 
the opportunity of doing so, to move the 
reduction of any particular item. The 
first objection he had to make was that 
which had been made some little time 
ago by the present Secretary to the 
Treasury, namely, the extraordinary dis- 
proportion between the amount of work 
done by the officials of the House of 
Lords and the amount done by the 
officials of the House of Commons ; that 
disproportion in work being by no means 
represented by a similar disproportion in 
the salaries received. Everybody knew 
that the sittings of the House of Com- 
mons were very prolonged, and those of 
the House of Lords were very brief. 
The House of Commons met at three 
o'clock, and usually ended its proceedings 
at half-past twelve. On the other hand, 
the House of Lords met about four, and, 
after some conversation which was 
inaudible to everybody except Members 
in the Chamber, and sometimes even to 
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them, usually adjourned at five. It was, 
therefore, perfectly clear that the 
officials of the House of Commons were 
subjected to a strain, both upon their 
attention and health, which was entirely 
different to the corresponding strain on 
the officials of the House of Lords. That 
being so, he held, as a necessary conse- 
quence of this disproportion of labour 
between the two sets of officials, that the 
salaries for the one should be considerably 
in excess of the salaries for the other. 
But that was not the case. He would 
give a few instances, being chiefly in- 
debted for his facts to a speech delivered 
by the present Secretary to the Treasury 
when he was a Member of the Oppo- 
sition. The Sergeant-at-Arms in the 
House of Lords had £1,500 a year, whilst 
the similar officer of the House of Com- 
mons had only £1,200 a year. It was 
true that the latter had also an official 
residence, but that was a necessity, 
because of the late hours until which the 
House sat. On this question he was less 
extreme than the Secretary to the 
Treasury, one of whose most serious 
charges when criticising this Vote on a 
former occasion, was the excessive num- 
ber of residences which were given to 
officials. He considered that the officers 
who were kept there all hours of the day 
and night, should not then be compelled 
to have to travel long distances to their 
homes. Hedid not knowof any office, next 
to that of the Speaker and the Chairman 
of Ways and Means, which was more 
important than that of Clerk of the 
House of Commons. 
Commons, the Principal Clerk had 
£2,000 a year; but, in the House of 
Lords, the Clerk of Parliament, as he 
was called, had £2,500 a year, and 
£500 a year for a house as well. He 
considered that was a monstrous salary, 
considering the small amount of work 
that was done for it. Again, the Chair- 
man of Committes in the House of 
Lords had £2,500 a year, which was 
exactly the same as was paid to the 
Chairman of Committees in the House 
of Commons, where the labour was 
infinitely greater and the hours of work 
much more prolonged. In the speech of 
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of the Votes relating to the House of 
Lords must come to the conclusion that 
the offices in that Chamber were kept up 
mainly for the purpose of providing 
largely-paid sinecures for gentlemen who 
had the good fortune to be of noble 
birth, but the misfortune of being sparse 
of means. Let him cite one case, which 
was brought forward as a shocking ex- 
ample by the Secretary to the Treasury, 
namely, that of the Black Rod. The 
Black Rod, in addition to a salary of 
£2,000 a year, according to a note in 
the Estimates, also received emoluments 
as an Admiral on the Retired List, was 
provided with an official residence, and 
received fees for his own use as an officer 
of the Order of the Garter. On a vacancy 
\(the note stated) the salary would be 
reduced to £1,000, without residence. 
A number of these salaries were personal 
to the holders; but would it not be 
worth while for the Secretary to the 
Treasury to see whether he could not 
make one of those re-arrangements by 
which public departments got rid of 
officers by commutation, and have these 
smaller salaries paid to other officers! 
On a previous occasion, the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, whose absence from the 
House at that particular moment he 
much regretted, called attention to the 
serious fact with regard to the Black 
Rod, that when the House of Commons 
was summoned to the House of Lords, 
instead of having the real Simon Pure 
in the shape of the Black Rod, the 
House of Commons was put off with 
such a paltry official as the Yeoman 
Usher of the Black Rod—a gentleman 
with only £300 a year, and whose 
superior officer received the very large 
salary and extras he had already men- 
tioned. He did not desire to raise any 
question of policy with regard to this 
Vote. He had based his observations on 
the question of public economy, and he 
appealed to the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury to produce or promise a large 
scheme of reconstruction, basing such 
appeal on the fact that, on this subject, 
practically all sides of the House were 
agreed. When in opposition the Secretary 
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because he had crossed the floor. He 
did not think there was a single 
individual on the Opposition Benches 
who would defend these monstrous 
sinecures and bloated salaries unless 
they were the Gentlemen whom the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn had described 
as the Olympian personages who sat on 
the Front Bench—|[ Laughter|—and who 
when in office felt they must defend the 
Estimates. 

*ToE SECRETARY To tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) 
said, he adhered to the views he 
expressed when he sat opposite. His 
opinions in regard to this Vote had not 
altered in the slightest degree, but it 
must be remembered that the issue 
raised by the hon. Member was different 
to the one he raised and defeated the 
late Government upon. His contention 
when in Opposition was that the officers 
of the House of Lords should be paid on 
the same scaie as that in force in the case 
of the officers of the House of Commons ; 
and in Subhead C of the Estimate then 
presented the salaries of the officials 
of the House of Lords were on a 
considerably higher scale than those of 
the corresponding officials of the House of 
Commons, and no promise was given 
that in the event of future appoint- 
ments the salaries paid in the two 
Houses should be the same. The 
effect of the Division he took two or 
three years ago was that the House of 
Lords had agreed that in the case of 
all future appointments of officials the 
salaries should be on the same scale as 
that observed in the House of Commons. 
He was not sure that this House were 
entitled to go any further, because he 
did not think they could fairly expect 
the House of Lords would admit any 
inferiority by adopting a lower scale of 
salaries to their officials than that in 
the House of Commons ; at any rate, he 
was not prepared to advocate any change 
of that sort. It was said there were 
still on the Estimates for this year a 
great number of officers of the House 
of Lords who were still receiving higher 
salaries than those paid to the Officials 
of the House of Commons. It was 
utterly impossible to effect a change at 
once or to cut down the salaries of exist- 
ing officials. What could be done was, 
either to wait until vacancies occurred or 
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to retire the present officials and sub- 
stitute others paid on a lower scale. 
To retire civil officials was a most expen- 
sive thing to do, because they had to 
pay the pensions of the old officials as well 
as the salaries of the new ones. Clearly 
the best course to adopt was to wait 
until the appointments became vacant, 
and then pay the new officers on the 
same scale as the officers of this 
House were paid. The hon. Gentleman 
had cited certain cases. The Clerk of 
Parliaments was paid on a higher scale 
than the corresponding officer in the 
House of Commons, but when a vacancy 
arose it was intended that the Clerk of 
Parliaments should receive £2,000 and a 
house, in which case he would be placed 
in exactly the same position as the Clerk 
of the House of Commons. Black Rod 
was a patent officer and could only be 
removed by the Crown itself, indeed he 
understood there was some doubt as to 
whether he could be removed even in 
that way. At any rate, it was 
quite impossible for Black Rod to be 
removed from office by the House 
of Commons. But, however, when 
the present official did vacate his office, 
the salary would be reduced from 
£2,000 to £1,000 a year without official 
residence. A revision was to take 
place, too, in the office of Yeoman 
Usher of the Black Rod. The only 
other complaint he heard from the hon. 
Gentleman was that the duties of Black 
Rod ought to be performed in person. At 
present they could not be performed in 
person, owing to old age and infirmity. 
They were now performed by the 
Yeoman Usher of the Black Rod, a 
matter over which he was informed 
Parliament had practically no control. 
Black Rod could appoint what deputy 
he liked, but he (Mr. Hanbury) supposed 
that when a new appointment took 
place some regulations would be laid 
down on that point. The Chairman of 
Committees in the House of Lords got 
exactly the same salary as the Chairman 
of Committees in the House of Commons, 
and as to the Serjeant-at-Arms he had 
no doubt that when a vacancy arose in 
the office in the Upper House, the 
salaries of the two officials would be 
placed upon the same footing. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness) thought 
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much of what he said whenin Opposition, 
but had remembered a large part of what 
Sir John Hibbert said in reply to him. 
Instead of taking up the position he 
then took up, the right hon. Gentleman 
now took up the position assumed by 
Sir John Hibbert. When he proposed 
the Amendment on which the late 
Government were defeated, the right 
hon. Gentleman objected to the fact of 
there being so many pluralists amongst 
the officials of the House of Lords. The 
right hon. Gentleman protested against 
the Black Rod holding three offices, and 
urged that that gentleman should come 
under the Civil Service rule of retire- 
ment at 65. Black Rod might hold a 
patent office, but the House of Commons 
had got the money, and need not pay 
his salary unless they chose. Taking 
the Vote as a whole, the right hon. 
Gentleman pointed out on the former 
occasion that the officers of the House of 
Lords, were paid 30 per cent. more than 
the hard-worked officials of the House of 
Commons. The right hon. Gentleman 
also pointed out that the Assistant 
Clerk in the House of Lords began with 
£1,200 a year, while the Assistant Clerk 
in the House of Commons only got 
£1,000, although he had ten times more 
work to do than the other. The Secre- 
tary to the Treasury also showed that 
the 11 clerks in the House of Lords 
only received £200 less than the 23 
clerks in the House of Commons. On 
the previous occasion they were told 
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therefore, their services might be 
dispensed with by giving them the 
usual notice the law required. He 
thought it would not be quite fair to 
move any reduction now, because the 
present Government were not responsible 
for the existing Estimates. But things 
would be different next year. The next 
Estimates would be drawn up under the 
care of the Secretary to the Treasury, 
and they would expect that all the 
changes the right hon. Gentleman had 
advised would be carried out as far as 
possible. Of the officers of the House 
of Commons he thought the one most 
underpaid was the Chairman of Com- 
mittees. The Office, though still a Party 
appointment, was next in importance to 
the office of Speaker; and he was glad 
to have assisted in a successful move- 
ment, some years ago, to level its salary 
up to the salary of the Chairman of 
Committees in the House of Lords. In- 
deed, he wished they could level down 
the salary of the Chairman in the House 
of Lords, for practically he had no work 
todo. Next year, however, there would 
be a general attack on the pluralists in 
the House of Lords, from the Lord 
Chancellor downwards ; and, unless the 
changes the present Secretary to the 
Treasury had advised were meantime 
carried out, it would be difficult to get 
the Estimates for the other House 
passed. 

*Mr. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) 
said, he should like to take notice of a 
remark which fell from his hon. Friend 


an endeavour would be made to come to| the Member for Caithness, as well as of 


some arrangement. The House of Lords 
had certain control over fees, but the only 
thing they could legally take out of the fee 
fund was the superannuation allowance. 


That was entirely in the hands of the|moving any reduction, 


|an assumption of a still graver character 
‘on the part of the Secretary to the 
| Treasury. His hon. Friend the Member 
\for Caithness seemed to be against 


because the 


officers ; but so far as the rest of the| Estimates were prepared by the late 


money was concerned, the House of 
Commons had complete control over it, 
and should exercise that control. 


was preposterous. 


They had power to do so. In the 
Debate in 1893 the present Secretary to 
the Treasury stated that most of these 
offices were held at will; that the 


present holders of them were not under | 


Civil Service Regulations, and that, 
Dr. Clark. 


| Government, and had been simply taken 
over by the present Administration. 
With | 
regard to the tenure of the officers, he | 
thought the existing condition of things | 
He did not see why | 


they should not make a complete change. | 


If 
the late Government had not managed 
to get themselves out of office, in what 
seemed to him to be an unnecessary and 
uncalled for manner, they would have 
brought forward those Estimates, and 
he would be in the same position as he 
was last year, when the hon. Member for 
Caithness moved for a reduction in the 
the Estimates, before which the hon. 
Member now grovelled in an attitude of 
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feature in his hon. Friend’s character. 
Therefore, if anyone moved an Amend- 
ment, he could not be deterred by any 
undue respect to ‘the ideas of the late 
Government in the matter of the Esti- 
mates, any more than he had shown 
them any slavish deference in things of 
greater import. Then there was a subtle 
fallacy of great constitutional and 
political significance in some of the 
remarks of the Secretary to the Treasury, 
and he wanted to guard against it, once 
and for all, so that it might not be used 
in a future contingency in the way such 
fallacies were commonly used. The 
Secretary to the Treasury had said that 
particular corresponding offices in the 
House of Lords and the House of Com- 
mons had been put upon the same foot- 
ing, because the salaries were numerically 
identical. He disputed that proposition 
entirely. If they paid one man £2,000 
for half the work for which they paid 
another man £2,000, the only rational 
conclusion was that the work of the first 
man was of a far higher order. There 
was consequently an assumption in 
the remarks of the Under Secretary to 
the Treasury that the House of Lords 
occupied a higher altitude in the Con- 
stitution than the House of Com- 
mons ; and in view of contingencies 
which by-and-bye would be relevant, he 
would not allow any fallacy in the dis- 
tinction between the two Chambers to 
beset up in this indirect way. He denied 
out and out that the work of the House 
of Lords was of a higher character, and 
required higher paid officers than the 
work of the House of Commons. Indeed 
he would be inclined to assume the very 
opposite of that proposition. He had 
dwelt on those ideas in a general manner 
before his constituents, and hence he was 
able to return to give his advice to the 
House of Commons. He took a deep 
interest in the criticism of those useless 
ornaments of the House of Lords because 
of the possible future constitutional 
effects which would follow on their 
removal. If they took away some of 
this useless paraphernalia they would for 
one thing get closer to the Lords, and 
they might then find that dealing with the 
Lords from a severe constitutional point 
of view was far simpler than when their 
eyes were dazzled by the false glamour 
of their tinselled frippery. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) said, he did not think it was necessary 
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on this question to institute comparisons 
between the way work was done in the 
two Houses of the Legislature. He was 
familiar with the manner business was 
conducted in the Lords, and in many in- 
stances the Commons received businessex- 
amples they might profitably imitate. If 
in the Lords there were several more stages 
of a Bill, owing to the excellence of the 
Committee Stage, Bills were passed in a 
much shorter time, and underwent a 
more careful revision than in the Com- 
mons. He deprecated any comparison 
between the Chairman of Committees in 
the Commons and the Chairman of Com- 
mittees in the Lords. It was quite true 
that the Chairmen in the Commons had 
much longer hours; but Private Bill legis- 
lation had been under a special obligation 
to the Chairmen of Committees in the 
other House. He thought they owed a 
good deal to the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury in having almost promised the 
establishment of an equal scale of 
remuneration in regard to similar offices 
in both Houses, and also a change in the 
system by which apartments essential to 
the business of the House were now occu- 
pied as residences. Equality, at least, 
between the officers of both Houses should 
be their aim; but he could not quite 
follow the argument of the Secretary to 
the Treasury that equality should neces- 
sarily be maintained lest it should be 
thought that the other House and its 
officers occupied a position of relative in- 
feriority. In all business appointments 
the time occupied was an element of 
consideration, and, in the House of Com- 
mons this was much more prolonged. 
To act otherwise would be to recognise the 
reply of a Civil Servant to his chief, who 
complained of his being late : ‘“‘ Well, sir, 
if I do come late. you forget I go early.” 
The case of Black Rod, who drew a very 
large salary and occupied rooms which 
were much wanted for public purposes, 
and did any work entirely by deputy, 
who was also paid by the State, amounted 
almost to a public scandal. When an 
office had been conferred on an official, 
it was understood to be practically for 
life, but it was also understood that the 
work undertaken should be performed 
for the pay. While the House of Com- 
mons would probably be slow to resort toa 
Resolution expressive of its opinion in the 
matter, he thought that the invidious posi- 
tion of the holder of the office should be 
a matter for consideration on the part of 
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the individual himself; and neither 
House of Parliament ought to be placed 
in the position it occupied when this Vote 
was being discussed. He thought the 
time had come when men of all parties 
owed a duty to the State, to take much 
greater care of the expenditure and 
economy of our public funds than had 
been the case in the past, and to try to 
rectify the great disproportions often 
evident between the salaries of the higher 
and lower grades. On one occasion Mr. 
John Bright said that the expenditure 
of this country ought never to exceed 
£60,000,000 a year, yet it was now 
nearly £100,000,000 ; and the times now 
were certainly such as ought to make us 
more economical in the matter of our 
public expenditure. Though business 
was improving, he thought that we 
should never have a recurrence to the 
large profits of the past ; and therefore 
the community as a whole was not so 
well able to bear the financial burden 
which had to be placed upon it. He 
hoped that one of the results of this 
discussion would be to direct increased 
attention to this most important and 
growing question, and to lead us to make 
the most and the best of our public 
services at the least possible cost to the 
taxpayers. While thanking the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury for some promise 
of improvement in this respect, the right 
hon. Gentleman must also remember that 
greater reponsibility would be cast upon 
the Government next year; and the 
House of Commons would naturally ex- 
pect that what had been preached in 
other days by the right hon. Gentleman 
and others, should be translated into 
effective action. 

Mr. J. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) asked the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he would place an 
account as soon as possible in the hands 
of Members, of the Fee Fund, and whether 
it was not thought that the House of 
Commons should have full and..complete 
control over the payments made out of the 
Fee Fund to the officers of the House of 
Lords by way of retiring allowances. 
He also drew attention to the fact that 
the changes and reforms advocated for 
so long in the past were being given 
effect to very slowly. In 1888 savings 
to the amount of £6,510 were recom- 
mended, and up to 1894 the savings 
realised only amounted to £2,114. In 
respect of one important item, at all 
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events, a saving ought to be effected at 
a very early date. This was in the 
position of Black Rod. It seemed to 
him an extraordinary circumstance that 
this country should have to pay an enor- 
mous salary to an official who did no 
work, and who, as they were led to 
believe, was incapable of doing any 
work. The House was told that it was 
doubtful whether the Crown had the power 
to dismiss this official. If this was the 
case, then the power of the monarchy 
must be limited indeed. If it was 
doubtful whether Parliament had the 
power to dismiss Black Rod, the House 
of Commons had at least the power to 
deal with the salary of Black Rod in 
the Estimates. The matter was ripe for 
decision, and the position of Black Rod 
ought to be dealt with effectively and 
promptly. He moved to reduce the 
Vote by £2,000, being the salary of 
Black Rod. 

Question put— 

“That Item E (Department of the Black 
Rod) be reduced by £2,000, in respect of the 
salary of that Officer.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94; 
Noes, 171.--(Division List, No. 18.) 

Dr. CLARK complained that officials 
in the House of Lords who had very 
little to do had residences in the palace, 
while the hard-worked officials of the 
House of Commons had no such accom- 
modation. The secretary of the Lord 
Great Chamberlain no doubt had a small 
salary, £200 a year, but he had a fine 
residence. If they gave him twice his 
present salary it would no doubt be an 
economical arrangement. Then _ the 
Librarian of the House of Lords, who 
was a bachelor, had a very large house. 
He hoped before the next Estimates 
were presented a change would be made, 
so that more room might be given to 
their officials and to Members themselves, 
who were very much cramped. [“ Hear, 
hear !”] 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.) : 
There is plenty of room on your Front 
Bench. | Laughter. | 

Dr. CLARK : Yes, there is generally 
plenty of room on both Front Benches 
when the Estimates are being discussed. 
He protested against so little time being 
given to Supply in order that Members 
might go down to Scotland to shoot 
grouse, but some of them were deter- 





mined that the Estimates should be 
discussed. 
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THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must confine himself 
to the Vote. He is discussing the 
general procedure of the House. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that if this 
matter came to be reviewed the question 
would arise how far the official residence 
was taken into consideration as part of 
the salary. 

*Mr. H. J. WILSON (York, W. R., 
Holmfirth) criticised the mode of ad- 
mitting the public to visit the House of 
Lords on Saturdays. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said, that when Parliament was 
not sitting, the Palace of Westminster 
was under the charge of the Lord Great 
Chamberlain, and it was surely material 
that an officer of his Department, res- 
ponsible for the safety and custody of 
the Palace, should have a residence in 
its precincts. 

Dr. CLARK said, that there was also 
a housekeeper in charge, with the same 
salary as the Secretary to the Lord 
Great Chamberlain, and with an official 
residence also. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) 
asked why it was that in the Recess 
Members of Parliament were not allowed 
to enter the House of Lords or to show 
their constituents over it? He himself, 
and other hon. Members had tried to 
gain admittance to the House of Lords 
in the Recess and had been refused. Was 
it the fact that the Lord Great Chamber- 
lain could order things as he wished in 
the Houses of Parliament when Parlia- 
ment was not in Session? Why should 
the Librarian of the House of Lords have 
an official residence when the Librarian 
of the House of Commons had none? 
Another official of the House of Lords 
who had a residence was the Secretary 
to the Lord Great Chamberlain, whose 
salary was £200 a year. The residence, 
which might be valued at £500 a year, 
was, therefore, greater than the salary. 
There was, also, a residence for a Super- 
intendent, as to which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury, 
in 1893, asked why it was required. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman would 
now be able to answer his own question. 
It was of great importance that Mem- 
bers should have ready means of refer- 
ence to the books in the House of Lords’ 
Library, which really belonged to the 
State, and not to the House of Lords. 
Could it not be arranged that the Library 
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should be open to Members at convenient 
times ? 

THe CHAIRMAN said, that that 
subject properly belonged to Class I. 

Mr. CALDWELL urged that this was 
the time for the present Government to 
declare their ideas on these subjects, as 
the Estimates presented to the Govern- 
ment the ideas of the late Government. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield) asked whether it would not 
be possible to give greater facilities for 
the admission of the public to West- 
minster Hall. He had been told that 
the control was in the hands of the Lord 
Great Chamberlain, and that the House 
of Commons had no voice in the matter. 
It was regrettable that, owing to some- 
thing which happened many _ years ago, 
the public should be denied reasonable 
access to so grand and historic a 
building. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
District) said, that in 1893 the present 
Secretary to the Treasury declared, 
during the discussion on this very Vote, 
that the time had arrived when the 
Services in the Houses of  Par- 
liament should be put on practically the 
same footing as the rest of the Civil 
Service. What steps was the right hon. 
Gentleman going to take, now he was in 
office, to carry out that principle ! 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that as to the 
pensions paid by the House of Lords, 
their amount had been exaggerated. 
These were not over, but under £5,000 
a year, and he was told that the scale 
was usually that of the Superannuation 
Acts, though that scale is not obligatory. 
The fees of the House of Lords were 
paid for duties performed in connection 
with Private Bill business, and they 
had never been regarded as funds over 
which the House of Commons had any 
control. The House of Lords fixed its 
own fees for private business, and the 
House of Commons had no more to do 
with them than had the House of 
Lords with the fees of the House of 
Commons. The Fee Fund was accu- 
mulated during two years, when there 
was a great deal of private business 
The fund amounted to £42,000, and 
the interest on that sum went to pay 
for the pensions. About £1,100 of the 
pensions was paid by the interest, the 
remainder coming out of current fees. 
He could not go into the question whe 
ther the Librarian and other officials of 
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the House of Lords ought to have resi- 
dences in addition to their salaries. The 
salary and the residence together consti- 
tuted the emoluments of the post ; but 
when 4 new appointment was made, the 
emoluments would, so far as possible, 
be made the same as those of the 
corresponding official of the House of 
Commons. Until vacancies occurred, 
it was impossible to make any re- 
duction whatever. He did not know 
what were the rights of Members of Par- 
liament with regard to entering the 
House of Lords during the Recess, but 
the position of the Lord Great Chamber- 
lain was this. The office was very an- 
cient, and in the old _ text-books 
was described as that of the Gov- 
ernor of the Palace of Westminster. 
He assumed that that was his position 
at the present day. The Lord Great 
Chamberlain undoubtedly had the regula- 
tion of the palace, especially during the 
Recess. There could be no doubt what- 
ever about the powers of the Lord Great 
Chamberlain. They dated from a very 
early period, and had always been exer- 
cised. With regard to the question of 
how the salaries in the House of Lords 


were regulated, that question did not arise 


on the Estimate at all. The body which 
governed the salaries, &c., of the House 
of Commons Offices was appointed by a 
Statute 40 or 50 years old or more, and 
this question of the regulation of the 
salaries of the officials in the two 
Houses was on quite a different footing 
to that of the regulation of salaries in 
other civil departments. The Committee 
of the House of Lords which regulated 
the salaries there was appointed annually. 


Dr. CLARK was proceeding further 
to discuss the question, when—— 


THE CHAIRMAN said, I have 
allowed the discussion to go on in the 
hope of discovering how hon. Members 
can connect it with this Vote ; but unless 
hon. Members can show me that what 
they have to say is connected with the 
Vote, I cannot allow it to go any further. 


Dr. CLARK said, that what he 
wished to say was connected with the 
Vote, because the persons concerned were 
paid partly out of the Fee Fund and 
partly by the House. He only wanted 
to say that the question was more deter- 
mined by Statute and not by the option 
of either House. The Fee Fund was now 
determined by Act of Parliament. 


Mr. Hanbury. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said, that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury had said that fresh regula- 
tions as to promotion in the House of 
Lords could not be dealt with on the 
Estimates. That was not the view taken 
some years ago. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said it was a matter which was 
regulated by Statute. That might be 
true, but at any rate, if injustice was 
done in the promotion of these officers, 
the House of Commons could withhold 
supplies. With a view to making a 
more emphatic protest, he would move 
the reduction of the Vote for the Lord 
Great Chamberlain’s Department by 
£100. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid) asked 
whether, if a Vote was taken on this 
Motion, he would be able to call the 
attention of the Committee to ihe 
singular way in which salaries in other 
departments were allotted, and the great 
inequalities in them. 

Tne CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man can move a reduction relating to 
item H, or any item subsequent to that, 
but not on any previous item. 


Question put—* That Item H (Depart- 
ment of the Lord Great Chamberlain) 
be reduced by £100.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 82; 
Noes, 172.—(Division List, No. 19.) 


Mr. T. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) said that in May, 1893, 
he expressed a hope that the Govern- 
ment would see their way to bring in a 
Bill to deal with this question, and to 
put an end to patronage and jobbery in 
connection with the offices in the Houses 
of Parliament by placing them under 
the Civil Service Commission. He now 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to carry 
out his own views, and so to save the 
Committee these disagreeable discussions 
on the Estimates. 

Mr. CALDWELL said, he understood 
that in addition to the salaries voted in 
the Estimates there were pensions paid 
out of the Fee Fund, and he would ask 
whether there was any reason on prin- 
ciple why the fees should not be surren- 
dered to the Treasury and the pensions 
be put upon the Estimates and voted by 
this House in the usual way ? 

Mr. LEWIS said, it appeared that 
the amount received from fees in the 
year ending March, 1894, was £5,131. 
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THe CHAIRMAN, interposing, said 
he could not allow the discussion on the 
Fee Fund to be continued. He did not 
see how it could be connected with any 
item of the Vote. 


Mr. LEWIS said, the contention was 
that these officials were entitled to 
pensions out of the fund. 


Toe CHAIRMAN said, that no dis- 
cussion of pensions could arise upon 
this Vote, which was simply one for 
salaries. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) said, 
he wished to point out that the Secre- 
tary to the Lord Great Chamberlain was 
paid £200 a year and his clerk £100, 
while the principal doorkeepers of the 
House of Lords were paid £300 a year 
each, so that a doorkeeper had £100a 
year more tnan the secretary and £200 a 
year more than his clerk. He moved to 
reduce the Vote by £400, in respect of 
sub head H., Department of the Lord 
Great Chamberlain, so that the dispari- 
ties pointed out might be put an end to. 


Dr. CLARK asked his hon. Friend 
not to press his Motion, as they had 
received all they were entitled to expect. 


Dr. TANNER said, he would be the 
last to press anything unduly. But he 
would like to receive some answer from 
the Secretary to the Treasury, for in 
raising these points he merely copied the 
example set by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in Committee of Supply when he 
was in Opposition. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he hoped the 
hon. Member would not press his 
Motion because these two oflices were 
being dealt with. The doorkeepers 
were in course of revision, and it was 
intended that the offices of Yeoman 
Usher of the Black Rod and the 
Secretary to the Lord Great Chamberlain 
should be amalgamated. 


Dr. TANNER said, that after that 
assurance he would withdraw his 
Motion. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £23,559 to complete 
the sum required for the salaries and 


expenses of the offices of the House of 
Lords. 





{22 Aveusr 1895} 
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Dr. TANNER asked the Secretary for 
the Treasury again to give him his atten- 
tion while he once more feebly imitated 
him—{ aughter |—on a subject on which, 
not long ago, he addressed the Com- 
mittee, namely, that of the duties of the 
housekeeper of the House of Lords. 
He understood the housekeeper was an 
excellent lady in every sense of the 
word, that she had nothing to do, and 
a residence and £200 a year to assist 
her in doing nothing. [A laugh.]} 
How could this be defended in a Com- 
mittee supposed to consist of business 
men? This housekeeper had practically 
nothing to superintend, had not to 
weigh out the soap or look after 
the candles—{Laughter|—turn off the 
gas, or turn on the electric light. 
As a protest, he moved that the salary 
be docked by £50 a year. Members 
were not allowed to vote for any 
increases in Committee, and he therefore 
took the only constitutional course open 
to him. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that prior to 
1857 there were two housekeepers—one 
for the House of Lords and one for the 
permanent offices. In that year the two 
positions were amalgamated and the 
salary fixed at £250. In 1877 this 
was reduced to £200. 

Dr. TANNER asked if it was in- 
tended to abolish the office of house- 
keeper to the House of Lords when it 
next became vacant. 

*Mr. HANBURY understood that 
this was the case. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Member press the Amendment ? 

Dr. TANNER: Well, no Sir, I won’t. 
[ Laughter. | 


Supply. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £28,035, to complete 
the sum required for the salaries of the 
officers of the House of Commons. 


Dr. CLARK called attention to the 
salary of the Clerk Assistant of the 
House. That Gentleman had _ been 
seven or eight years in office, and since 
his appointment his duties had increased 
threefold. Yet some of his juniors 
were better paid than he was. He 
thought the salaries of the Clerks of the 
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House should be revised with a view to 
an increase being given in the case of 
the Clerk Assistant and others. In 
his opinion the officers of that House 
ought to be paid fairly and well, and he 
did not think that they were paid fairly 
and well at the present time. There 
could be no doubt that some of their 
servants were underpaid. Let hon. 
Members take for instance the case of 
the Library messengers, as they were 
termed—a very useful class of men who 
were employed in getting the books for 
the use of hon. Members. Those men 
were employed from noon each day until 
2 or 3 o'clock the following morning, and 
they only received 40s. a week for their 
services, which he thought was a most 
inadequate rate of pay. On the other 
hand the Train Bearer, the gentleman’s 
gentleman, received £235 a year for his 
ornamental services. In his opinion the 
men who did good work ought to receive 
higher pay, whilst the salaries of orna- 
mental officers should be cut down. The 
House, under the late Government, had 
increased the subsidy to the kitchen 
department from £1,000 to £2,000 a 
year, and the Chairman of the Kitchen 
Committee gave no account of the way 
in which that sum of money was ex- 
pended. If hon. Members would pay a 
fair price for their dinners, this £2,000 
a year might be expended in raising 
their servants’ wages. He did not think 
that hon. Members should vote money 
for themselves. He should not move a 
reduction of the Vote on that occasion, 
but he should certainly bring this ques- 
tion forward again next year. 

*Mr. HANBURY said that he could 
not concur in the attack which the hon. 
Gentleman had made upon the servants 
of the House. All the salaries of the 
House of Commons were regulated by a 
permanentand statutory Commission, and 
the recommendations of the hon. Member 
ought to be communicated to that body. 
No hasty change should be made in the 
salaries of the officers of the House. 

Dr. CLARK said that he had been 
informed that this Commission had not 
sat for many years, and that all the 
powers conferred upon it were now ex- 
ercised by the Speaker. What he com- 
plained of was that a number of men 
who did yood work for the House were 
very much underpaid, whilst a number 
of others were largely overpaid. 


Dr. Clark. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. HANBURY said that the hon. 
Gentleman had a very good opportunity 
before him of directing the attention of 
the Commission to the point. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) thought that it was rather 
curious that while hon. Members could 
send copies of Bills free by post they 
could not send Blue Books free. With 
regard to the Kitchen Committee he 
might say that they were all satisfied 
with the appointment of the noble Lord 
opposite (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West 
Houghton) to the Chairmanship of that 
Committee, because they believed that 
his appointment was a guarantee that 
matters would be properly conducted in 
that department. He thought that the 
servants of the department ought to be 
paid during the recess, because they could 
not get employment elsewhere when the 
House was not sitting. He did not 
press the right hon. Gentleman for a 
statement on the matter on that occasion, 
but he hoped that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would undertake to consider the 
matter during the recess and would be 
prepared next Session to make some pro- 
posal for the payment of their servants 
when the House was not sitting. 

*Dr. TANNER said that it was extra- 
ordinary how many officers they had lost 
in the Librarian’s Department in con- 
sequence of the arduous nature of the 
duties they had toperform. They certainly 
deserved the humane consideration of the 
House. Dealing with the Kitchen Commit- 
tee, he complained of the whole position and 
working of that body as being most un- 
satisfactory. They got £2,000 a year, 
with premises, light and firing, and other 
items free, and yet they could not make 
both ends meet. He could not under- 
stand it, and he believed that many 
Members of the Committee were not 
satisfied with the present state of affairs. 
(Hear, hear.”] Again and again suc- 
cessive Secretaries of the Treasury had 
been asked that the whole detailed 
accounts of the Kitchen Department 
should be laid upon the Table of the 
House at the end of the year, showing, 
among other things, how much was made 
by the sale of foud, how much by the 
sale of drink, and so on. He asked that 
a precise Return of these items should 
be put into the hands of every Member 
of the House. He believed that there 
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connection with the Refreshment De- 
partment of the House of Commons— 
[*Hear, hear!”|—and if properly 
managed, that the Department ought to 
show a good and substantial balance at 
the end of the year. He hoped that a 
satisfactory reply would be returned in 
regard to these matters. 

Lorpv STANLEY (Lancashire, West- 
houghton), who, on rising to reply, was 
received with cheers, said, that a 
detailed statement could not be expected 
from him, seeing that he had only so 
recently been appointed to the Chairman- 
ship of the Kitchen Committee. He 
was absent from the House when the 
hon. Member for Caithness was speaking, 
but he would state that upon the Com- 
mittee just formed were at least two 
gentlemen who would bring practical 
experience to bear on the work of the 
Department, and he hoped that, with 
their assistance, the Committee would be 
be able to show more economy in the 
future than in the past. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] 
He and the Committee would be perfectly 
ready, at the end of the year, to show 
the fullest accounts possible, and to 
justify any expenditure which they 
might incur. [Cheers.| In answer to the 
Member for Kirkcaldy (Mr. Dalziel), 
he would point out that there were few 
permanent servants ; most of them were 
taken on daily. He would, however, 
promise that they would do their best 
for those who were permanent servants. 
It was, he thought, a pity that the 
Member for Cork did not speak in Com- 
mittee of the House at the time when 
he was a Member of the Kitchen Com- 
mittee [“ Hear, hear!”] The hon. Mem- 
ber, when a Member of the Kitchen 
Committee, did not put inio practice 
that economy he now advocated. In 
conclusion, he would express a hope that, 
at the end of the year the present Com- 
mittee would be able to show good 
accounts and, if possible, to afford, in 
the meantime, greater satisfaction to 
hon. Members who dined in the House. 
[‘* Hear, hear ! ”} 

Dr. TANNER traversed the state- 
ment of the noble Lord that the majority 
of the waiters were taken on daily, and 
asserted that it was only on special 
occasions that that course was pursued. 
As a matter of fact, there was a large 
standing staff, and usually only half of 
the members of that staff were employed. 
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He would like to teach the noble Lord 
some of the duties of the post to which 
he had just been appointed. <A large 
standing staff were employed usually in 
assisting others to do nothing. No 
doubt the noble Lord would, like good 
cheese, improve with time, but he was 
sorry to hear him make such a blunder 
as he did when he stated that most of 
the staff of the kitchen department 
were taken on daily and were not per- 
manent employés of the House. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said that he wished to call atten- 
tion to the Library, when 


Tue CHAIRMAN, interposing, said 
that he had already ruled that the 
Library accommodation could not be 
discussed under this Vote. He under- 
stood that the hon. Member was going 
into the accommodation. That could 
not properly be discussed under Class I., 
and it would not be in order to discuss it 
on this Vote. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL said he was 
desiring to call attention to something 
the Librarian might do. It was part of 
the duty of the Librarian to look after 
the proper supply of books and papers. 


THe CHAIRMAN said that if the 
hon. Member had any criticism to offer 
on the conduct of the Librarian, he 
would be in order in making that 
criticism on this Vote. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL, continuing, said 
that it was the duty of the Librarian to 
supply hon. Members with reports and 
statistics of foreign countries. Some 
time back he had wanted to look at the 
criminal statistics of Italy, but they 
were not in the Library, and the only 
foreign statistics which were in the 
Library were a few volumes of French 
statistics. It seemed to him that there 
might, with advantage, be an_ inter- 
change of such documents between this 
and foreign countries. That would be 
a pleasant international courtesy, and 
might, moreover, be useful. 


Mr. LEWIS pointed out that a certain 
number of witnesses from some parts of 
the country had been brought before 
the Committee on Distress for Want 
of Employment, and none from other 
parts. There had been none from Wales. 
He pointed out that unless this Com- 
mittee was re-appointed the expenses of 
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the witnesses which they were now asked 
to vote would be absolutely thrown 
away. He hoped, therefore, the Govern- 
ment would re-appoint the Committee. 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
he did not wish to reflect on the way in 
which the Librarian did his work, but he 
suggested that the excellent books issued 
by the London County Council would be 
of great advantage to Members. He 
thought if the statistics and records of 
the London County Council were placed 
in the Library it would help to shorten 
the speeches of those hon. Members who 
were also members of the County 
Council. He suggested also that more 
rooms should be devoted to the shorthand 
writing and transcription department, so 
that more privacy might be secured. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the last ques- 
tion was, he thought, a matter for dis- 
cussion under another Vote. As to the 
sending by Members of blue-books through 
the post free to their constituents, he 
pointed out that there was a broad 
distinction between Bills and blue-books. 
In the first place, the number of the 
latter was much greater, and secondly, 
they were much heavier to send through 
the post. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, that was an 
argument for the suggestion, as Members 
had so much the more to pay. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he did not 
think it was a matter of very great 
importance. As regarded the London 
County Council and foreign statistics 
asked for, he would see what could be 
done about the matter. The complaint 
as to. the Committee on Distress from 
want of Employment should rather have 
been addressed to the late Secretary of 
State for War, who was the Chairman 
of the Committee, and who was respon- 
sible for the number of witnesses called 
before it. It was matter with which 
the present Government had had nothing 
to do; as to whether the Committee 
would be re-appointed he could give no 
information at present. 


Mr. CALDWELL said, that at pre- 
sent there was no qualification of any 
kind in the case of the Clerks who held 
their appointment under the Chief 
Clerks of the House, and he thought it 


would be advisable that these appoint-| 


ments should be under the Civil Service 
Commission. 


Mr. Lewis. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. HANBURY said, that as a matter 

of fact these clerks passed an examina- 
tion, and received Civil Service certifi- 
cates just as did the Civil Service 
clerks. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON suggested that 
if the statistics of other County Councils, 
besides those of London, were added to 
the Library. it would be of advantage. 

Mr. LOUGH also thought this would 
be of advantage. He explained that the 
reason why he believed that if this sug- 
gestion were carried out it would have 
the effect of shortening the speeches of 
hon. Members who were also Members 
of the London County Council, was that 
at present, owing to the lack of such 
records, from which other Members could 
inform themselves, hon. Members were 
obliged to explain matters affecting the 
London County Council in a very rudi- 
mentary manner. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury had not grasped the point 
raised by his hon. Friend the Member 
for the Flint District. His complaint 
was that the whole of the expenditure 
on the Committee on Distress from want 
of Employment would be practically 
thrown away, which was3, he thought, a 
rather important matter. They had 
gone to the expense of something like 
£800 in bringing up witnesses from all 
parts of the country in order to investi- 
| gate the subject, and he would ask what 
| the Government proposed to do as to 
| the Report of the Committee. 

THe CHAIRMAN said that it was 
impossible to discuss the policy of re- 
appointing the Committee on this Vote. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
asking whether the recommendations of 
this Committee would be carried out. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS said, 
_the salary of the Serjeant at Arms was 
| included in this Vote. and he would like 
| to ask why hon. Members, after voting in 
'a Division, were not allowed to leave the 
| House until the Division was over. 

THe CHAIRMAN said the question 
could not be raised on the Vote. 

Mr. CALDWELL: When should it 
| be raised ? 

THe CHAIRMAN : In the House at 
the right time. 
| Dr. TANNER said he felt that he 
‘Inust divide the Committee on the ques- 
‘tion of the Kitchen Committee, He 
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really believed that £1,000 a year at 
least was absolutely misspent in 
connection with this Committee. 
Everybody was discontented with the 
kitchen arrangements, and the result was 
that hon. Gentlemen, instead of remain- 
ing to do their duty in that House, went 
home to dinner. He would be content 
if he were told that there would be an 
inquiry shortly into the arrangements. 
At present £2,000 was being wasted 
annually. If the business were properly 
conducted a profit ought to be made 
annually of about £600. As a protest 
against this waste of public money he 
begged to move the reduction of the 
Vote by £2,000. 

Mr. LOUGH hoped the hon. Member 
would not press the matter to a Division. 
A promise had been given that the 
accounts would be submitted to them at 
the end of this year, and it would be 
well to defer further criticism until then. 

Dr. TANNER said, that he could 
only be satisfied by an undertaking that 
a full financial statement would be made 
within a short period of time. 


Amendment put, and negatived. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £49,526 to complete 
the sum for salaries and expenses of the 
Department of Her Majesty’s Treasury 
and subordinate departments, 


Dr. CLARK pointed out that under 
this Vote there was a new item of £200 
for special inquiries. He wanted to 
know why this new department had 
been created. He protested against the 
meanness of the treatment meted out 
by the Treasury to the female typists 
employed in that Department. He 
supposed that the late Government were 
responsible. The ladies employed must 
have received a _ technical education, 
and yet they were expected to work 
for 16s. a week, and on that sum to 
clothe themselves ina respectable fashion, 
and, he supposed, to remain virtuous. 
The typists, as he had said, were 
only paid 16s. and the superintendent 
over them was paid 26s. If the 
right hon. Gentleman for West Mon- 
mouthshire was responsible for these 
inadequate salaries, he ought to be 
ashamed of himself. Another matter 
to which he wished to refer was the 
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salary paid to the Irish Deputy Pay- 
master. He received £1,200 a year, 
which was far too much. Why should 
they give this gentleman in Ireland more 
than they gave to the gentleman filling 
the corresponding position in England, 
who was charged with much more 
important duties? The Scotch Deputy 
Paymaster received at first £800 a year, 
and after three years’ service might 
obtain the same salary as was paid to 
the English official, but he never could 
hope to get as much as the Irish official. 
Scotland paid more in proportion in 
taxes per head of the population than 
England, the reason being that Scotch- 
men were foolish enough to drink so 
much whiskey. He, therefore, protested 
against the practice of paying Scotch 
officials less than was paid for similar 
services in England and Ireland. 
Another objectionable form of sweating 
was practised in the case of the three 
Suez Canal directors, who earned £2,280 
a year. He calculated that the country 
made £700 or £800 a year by sweating 
these gentlemen. 

*Mr. HANBURY explained that the 
item for special inquiries was in respect 
of a charge which was met in former 
years by savings under other heads of 
the Treasury Vote. This year for the 
first time this charge was brought clearly 
to the attention of the House of 
Commons. That, he thought, was very 
proper. It was a charge for special 
inquiries which had to be made from 
time to time for the information of the 
Government. For example, there was 
the proposed inspection of the Univer- 
sity colleges, which were receiving a share 
of the contribution under the Vote for 
Universities and Colleges. He had 
heard nothing about the grievances of 
the typists, mentioned by the hon. 
Member. No complaints had reached 
him, but he would now inquire whether 
the rate of pay was fair or not. He 
thought he might assume, as he had 
heard nothing about the matter before, 
that the ladies were satisfied that they 
were receiving the regulation rate of 


pay. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
the whole of the £200 appearing under 
the head of special enquiries had been 
expended in relation to the University 
Colleges. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the sum given 
was the amount which it was thought 
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would partly be expended in connection 
with the Colleges. He could not say that 
the whole of it had been expended ; if 
not, what remained would be refunded. 

Sir. ALBERT ROLLIT said, he was 
connected with one of the Colleges, and 
he might state, for the information of 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon, that 
this grant was made on the recom- 
mendation ofa Parliamentary Committee 
on}certain conditions, in obedience to 
which only those University Colleges 
would benefit which conformed to a 
certain standard in regard to labora- 
tories and other things essential to 
efficient teaching. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, he wished to 
draw the -attention of the Secretary to 
the Treasury to the disparity in the 
wages paid to the clerks in the 
Exchequer Office in Scotland compared 
with those paid in Ireland and England. 
The clerks in Scotland, comparatively 
were very badly paid. During the last 
two or three years the matter had been 
several times brought before the Treasury 
and a strong case for redress had, he 
thought, been made out, but without 
effect. He would earnestly request the 
right hon. Gentleman to give his atten- 
tion to the matter. 

Dr. TANNER called attention to the 
item of £200 in the Estimates for the 
Secretary and Editor to the Annual 
Statute Law Revision Committee. This 
Gentleman, he pointed out, was also 
Clerk of the Public Bills Office of the 
House of Lords and performed other 
duties. He complained that, as the 
Estimates were presented; hon. Mem- 
bers could not easily ascertain what 
was the total salary paid to public 
servants in such cases, and urged that 
the amounts paid for the various 
services should be given in one sum and 
not be scattered over the estimates 
under different heads, thus cloaking the 
salaries paid to favoured officials. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, it was neither 
fair nor right to imply that the salaries 
paid in such cases were cloaked, because 
the sums were given in the Estimates, 
and by reference to the Votes of the 
House of Lords, the hon. Member might 
easily ascertain what was paid in this 
particular case. So far from the Office 
of Secretary aud Editor to the Law 
Revision Committee being a sinecure, he 
had no reason to believe that £200 was 
excessive remuneration. The work of 


Mr. Hanbury. 


{COMMONS} 











Supply. 608 


the Committee was of a very important 
character, and the duties of Clerk and 
Editor involved a considerable amount of 
work. It was an office that ought not 
to be underpaid. 

Dr. TANNER repeated that what 
he complained of was that in those 
cases the total salaries received were not 
shown in one sum in the Estimates. 

Dr. CLARK said, he greatly regretted 
the addition of a new department to the 
Treasury and the appointment of another 
Class of Inspectors “for Special En- 
quiries.” Instead of increasing the 
number of classes of Inspectors, the 
object should be to consolidate them in 
one body, under the Education Depart- 
ment, and not under the Treasury. He 
admitted that the late Government were 
responsible for the appointment of an 
additional class, but would strongly 
urge the present Government to recon- 
sider the matter. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £63,451 to complete 
the sum for the Home Office, 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) 
said, he desired to call the attention of 
the Committee to the case of John Kelsall, 
a case which had created considerable 
interest in his constituency. Kelsall 
was tried at the assizes at Manchester in 
May, 1892, for the manslaughter of his 
wife : it was said that he threw a paraffin 
lamp at the woman and thus caused her 
death. He was convicted and sentenced 
to 14 years penal servitude. It was 
alleged that the only eye-witness of 
the occurrence was Elizabeth Curran, 
Kelsall’s sister-in-law, and it was un- 
doubtedly the fact that he was convicted 
mainly on that woman’s evidence alone. 
The defence set up was an alibi, but there 
was some discrepancy in the evidence as 
to minutes, and at this distance of time 
it was difficult to investigate that dis- 
crepancy. Shortly after the conviction 
Curran stated to the police that at 
Kelsall’s trial she committed perjury. 
At first the police did not listen to the 
woman, thinking she was either mad or 
drunk, but she persisted in the statement, 
and eventually she was brought before 
the Lord Chief Justice and charged with 
perjury. She pleaded guilty, no witnesses 
were called, and she was sentenced to 
seven years penal servitude. He (Mr. 
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Lees Knowles) was in communication 
with Lord Llandaff, then Home Secretary, 
just before the Dissolution of 1892. 
The papers were taken up by the suc- 
ceeding Home Secretary, and he came to 
adecision adverse to Kelsall. He now 
asked the present Home Secretary to 
take up the case, and, if possible, give 
the man some redress. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to dismiss from 
his mind the views of his predecessors 
and consider the case from his own 
standpoint. It, no doubt, would be 
argued that such a case as this pointed 
strongly to the necessity of a Court of 
Criminal appeal, but that was no relief 
to the unfortunate man Kelsall. The man, 
who was, he believed, a good workman had 
been three years in prison ; he had spent 
what savings he had, and further than 
that, his friends and relations had spent 
their money in helping him to bring 
about his freedom. The case had created 
a vast amount of local interest, in fact, 
so great was that interest, that at the 
recent election the candidature of a 
Kelsall candidate was threatened. The 
public thought that either Kelsall was 
guilty and Curran was innocent, in which 
case Kelsall ought to be in prison and 
Curran free, or else Curran was guilty and 
Kelsall was innocent, in which case 
Curran should be in prison—as in fact she 
was—and Kelsall free—asin fact he was— 
and also compensated for his three years’ 
imprisonment. Ithad beensuggested that 
it might be desirable to have an inquiry 
into the conduct of the police in the case, 
but personally he did not think the 
police in Salford were in any degree to 
blame ; indeed, he understood they 
courted an inquiry. When he asked the 
Home Secretary to deal with the case in 
away different to that adopted by his 
predecessors, he called the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to what took place 
in the case of the Featherstone riots. 
In that case it was held by a Commission 
of Inquiry that the soldiers did their 
duty in firing upon the mob. Under 
those circumstances, the ex-Home 
Secretary said he could not grant any 
legal compensation to the representatives 
of the killed or to the wounded. The 
right hon. Gentleman promised, how- 
ever, to consider what could be done in 
the way of a compassionate allowance. 
If the present Home Secretary was in 
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not give legal compensation, surely, as 
Kelsall had been liberated, he would give 
the man some compassionate allowance. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could not 
make any definite promise or announce- 
ment now, he would ask him to give 
further consideration to the subject, and 
give some compensation to Kelsall for 
the imprisonment he had unjustly en- 
dured. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said, he had 
been asked by some persons who were 
constituents of the hon. Member who 
had just spoken, to make a representation 
to the Home Secretary about this case 
of Kelsall. He could not add much to 
the able and lucid statement of the hon. 
Member for Salford in regard to this 
rather mysterious case. It seemed that 
the woman Curran was the only person 
in the room when the body of the man 
who was killed was discovered; and 
the explanation why she charged Kelsall 
with the crime was that she herself 
would otherwise be involved in the 
charge. The unfortunate woman had 
made ample reparation for her miscon- 
duct by her subsequent confession that 
Kelsall was innocent, and by the sentence 
of seven years’ penal servitude which she 
was now suffering. It seemed to have 
been quite as hard to get this innocent 
man out of gaol as it had been easy to 
get him into gaol. The attention of two 
of three Courts had to be called to the 
case, even after the confession of Curran, 
before Kelsall was released. He thought, 
therefore, the Home Secretary should 
see whether this case could be regarded 
as a typical example of the difficulty of 
proving innocence in a Court of law; 
for really, it was a most alarming fact 
that a man plainly innocent of a crime 
of which he had been convicted should 
still have to remain in penal servitude, 
after the opportunity had been given to 
the Home Office to see whether he was 
innocent or guilty. It was a strange 
state of things indeed, if a citizen could 
suffer three years’ penal servitude for a 
crime of which he was perfectly innocent, 
and at the end of the period be left 
absolutely without any compensation 
whatever for the three years that had 
been stolen from his life, and the terrible 
sufferings he had endured. He hoped, 
therefore, that the Home Secretary would 
rise above the usual stereotyped official 





this case bound by precedent, and could 
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the compensation to which he was so 
justly entitled. He also desired to 
call the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman to the case of Mrs. May- 
brick. If the Home Secretary would 
look up the records in his office he would 
find that a petition was signed in favour 
of this unhappy woman by a large body 
of the citizens of the United States, of 
which she was a native, headed by the 
President. He knew that petitions from 
the United States were sometimes held 
to be open to the suspicion that they 
might have been inspired by the exigen- 
cies of political conflicts. But Mrs. 
Maybrick was an unfortunate and a 
friendless woman, and he did not think 
anyone could assume that a petition in 
her favour was signed for any other 
reason but a sincere conviction that she 
had been unjustly convicted of a charge 
of murder. He quite appreciated the 
danger in the public interest of making 
the House of Commons a Court of Ap- 
peal in Criminal Cases ; and a Member 
was only justified in bringing to the notice 
of the House of Commons a case of very 
grave urgency and importance. He re- 
garded the Maybrick Case in that light. 
It was a case in which he felt very 
deeply. He read the evidence with very 
great care at the time of the trial, and 
formed a strong opinion that the convic- 
tion was not just, or fair, or right. As a 
journalist he wrote strongly to that effect 
at the time, and nothing had since 
occurred to shake his conviction in the 
matter. The judge who tried the case 
was now dead, and passed beyond all 
human verdict, and therefore he felt that 
to a certain extent he must in mere 
decency use restraint in his comments on 
the case. But one had to consider the 
interests of the living as well as the 
respect due to the dead, and as he 
believed the conviction of the woman 
was largely due to the reflections on the 
evidence by the judge, he was bound in 
frankness to say so. It was proved that 
the woman had been untrue to her 
marriage vows. The judge, in his address 
to the jury, laid an enormous amount of 
stress on that offence, which, however 
heinous from the moral point of view, 
was not the offence with which she was 
charged ; and the feeling was, in conse- 
quence, created that, as she had been 
found guilty of adultery, she must there- 
fore be found guilty of murder. The 
Home Secretary of the time, finding that 
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public opinion was so dissatisfied with 
the result of the trial, and that the eyi- 
dence was incomplete, reprieved the 
woman—a decision, which, though most 
desirable from the point of view of many, 
was one of the most illogical ever given 
by a Home Secretary. The Home 
Secretary declared that it was not proved 
that Mr. Maybrick had died of poison 
administered by Mrs. Maybrick. There- 
fore Mrs. Maybrick was not guilty of 
murder, and was either entitled to a new 
trial or to be set free. He could assure 
the Home Secretary that he had never 
known a case, in his long experience asa 
journalist, which had excited a deeper 
interest in a large number of people, or 
a stronger conviction of the innocence 
of the prisoner than the c»se of Mrs, 
Maybrick. He had received communi- 
cations on the subject from the most 
eminent men and women of letters and 
of other walks of life, and he knew a 
feeling of the most intense description 
existed in America amongst the fellow- 
countrymen and women of Mrs. May- 
brick. Mrs. Maybrick was defended at 
her trial by the most eminent Counsel 
who was then at the English Bar, the 
learned Judge who now occupied the 
great position of Lord Chief Justice. 
He had had no communication with the 
Lord Chief Justice on the subject, nor 
of course would he think of entering 
into communication with his Lordship on 
such a subject, now that he occupied a 
judicial position. But he understood the 
conviction formed at the trial that this 
woman had not been properly and equit- 
ably convicted remained unshaken to the 
present day. He therefore asked the 
Home Secretary to consult the Lord 
Chief Justice on the case, and he trusted 
the right hon. Gentleman’s view of the 
case would result in his being able to 
pass a more favourable judgment upon 
it than his predecessors in office had been 
able to do. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuirte Ruptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) 
said it was somewhat inconvenient, to 
say the least, that criminal cases of great 
difficulty such as those that had been 
presented to the Committee should be 
discussed on the floor of the House. At 
the same time, it was not for him, or for 
anyone who occupied the position he now 
filled to take serious exception to such a 
course. It was impossible for the hon. 
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Gentlemen who brought thosecases under 
the notice of the House, and still more 
impossible for a man in his position, to 
deal with all the details of the arguments 
which were necessarily brought to bear 
upon them publicly. But it must be 
notorious to gentlemen of any experience 
or knowledge of criminal matters that 
there was a very great deal, not of 
absolute evidence, but a great deal of 
private information—a great deal of 
reliable information and opinion and 
guidance—in the decision of those cases, 
from an equitable point of view, 
which it was impossible for anybody 
occupying his position to make public. 
He had already found that it was 
absolutely necessary for any Home 
Secretary to seek guidance and help in 
forming a judgment on these very im- 
portant questions, by going outside the 
limits of legal evidence. The case of 
Kelsall had been before the House more 
than once, and the late Home Secretary 
had spoken of it as one of the most 
difficult cases with which he had had to 
deal. On the last occasion when the 
case was mentioned, his right hon. pre- 
decessor had expressed his intention of 
defending the action of the Home Office, 
and it was to be regretted that the right 
hon. Gentleman, in the pursuitof that holi- 
day which all desired, was not present to 
answer for his decision. But, while ad- 
nmitting that it was a most difficult case, 
he must add that he took all responsi- 
bility for the present decision. He was 
aware of the local feeling about compen- 
sation or a compassionate allowance to be 
given to Kelsall. He had been through 
the papers and had taken the best advice, 
alland he was bound to say that he could 
not come to the conclusion that the deci- 
sion of his predecessor—in first letting 
Kelsall out of prison, and in next refus- 
ing to apply to the Treasury for any com- 
pensation to him—was not, in the circum- 
stances of the case, absolutely correct. 
Shortly, this man was found guilty of 
the manslaughter of his wife, and he 
was sentenced to penal servitude the 
conviction being mainly obtained by the 
evidence of Mrs. Curran, who subsequently 
pleaded guilty to a charge of perjury 
committed at this trial. At the same 
time, there was corroborative evidence 
against Kelsall, and an attempted alibi 
of an unsatisfactory character. It was 


impossible always to be very logical in 
these matters. But the late Home Secre- 
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tary, who was supported by those whom 
he consulted, seeing that there was some 
doubt as to the man’s guilt, came to the 
conclusion that it would be impossible to 
keep him in penal servitude any longer. 
But as there was other evidence against 
Kelsall, which at least rendered it possible 
that he might have been found guilty 
even without Mrs. Curran’s evidence, the 
late Home Secretary decided that he 
should not be justified in recommending 
afree pardon. The utmost that could 
be done was to release him from prison 
and so give him the benefit of doubt. 
Having gone through all the evidence 
and looked at the decisions of his pre- 
decessors, he could come to no other 
conclusion than that it would be im- 
possible under all the circumstances 
to advise Her Majesty to extend a 
free pardon to this man. Then came 
the question whether any application 
ought to be made to the Treasury for 
compensation ora compassionate allow- 
ance. It might have been a case of hard- 
ship, if the man had been proved innocent, 
and that he did not admit to be the case. 
But there was a doubt, and the man 
had been given the benefit of that doubt 
and had been let out of prison; and 
under those circumstances he did not 
think it right to ask the Treasury to 
grant a compassionate allowance, and he 
could hold out no hope of being able to 
reverse that decision. The hon. Member 
for Salford had quoted the Featherstone 
case ; but that was on totally different 
footing, and no precedent for the present 
case. 

*Mr. LEES KNOWLES said that he 
only quoted the case to show the differ- 
ence between legal compensation and 
compassionate allowance. 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY said that he 
could see no case for granting a compas- 
sionate allowance to Kelsall. The case 
had been considered both by Lord Llandaff 
and the right hon. Member for East Fife, 
and many high authorities had been con- 
sulted, and the conclusion was unanimous 
that, though the position was curious, it 
would be impossible to advise a free 
pardon. As to the case of Mrs. Maybrick, 
he must say that he knew nothing about 
it. But being aware of the great interest 
which the case excited in many minds, 
and that many thought there was a 
possibility of injustice having been done, 
it was his duty to give his best attention 
to' the case when it was brought before 
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his notice. The hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division would expect no more. 
He found no fault with the hon. Member’s 
remarks, and he could promise that he 
would take up the matter to the best of 
his ability—{Cheers|—and endeavour to 
elucidate a very difficult case. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT called atten- 
tion to the position and remuneration of 
the assistant factory inspectors, and asked 
the favourable consideration of the 
Home Secretary. He said that when the 
appointments were made by the late 
Home Secretary, upon the suggestion of 
the Trades Congress, the salary was 
fixed at £100 with an annual increment 
of £5. This was not very acceptable, 
even temporarily, but it was thought that 
in time there would be arevision. That 
revision, he would suggest, might take 
place when the new appointments were 
made under the Factory Act of last 
Session, for at present the expectations of 
the inspectors had been disappointed, 
both as as to pay and the prospects of 
promotion. The assistant inspectors, 
services were very valuable. Upon the 
efficient performance of their duty, 
which was both difficult and delicate, 
and which demanded high mental, 
technical, and practical qualifications, 
and thorough independence, depended 
the life and limb of those engaged in 
industry. If their salaries were such 
as to place them in any way in tempta- 
tion from any quarter, an administration 
which ought to be above suspicion 
would suffer. When they were 
appointed, it was understood that the 
assistant inspectors would simply aid 
the chief inspectors; but now their 
work was just the same as the inspectors’, 
except that it was confined to the work- 
shops as distinguished from the factories ; 
they had their own own districts, made 
their own reports, their own prosecutions, 
&c. In some circumstances these duties 
were more difficult than those of the 
inspectors; and they were formerly 
performed by the _ inspectors, at 
a considerably larger remuneration. 
These inspectors also had another cause 
of grievance—the promotion to inspector- 
ships which they desired to obtain was 
apparently at the present time denied to 
them. An appointment had recently been 
made which was a precedent, that of lady 
inspectors who discharged similar duties. 
He did not suggest any diminution of 
the remuneration paid to them, though 
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it was well to remember that it was £200 
a year, while their duties were practically 
the same as those of the assistant 
inspectors, and, equally, local sanitary 
inspectors who did some similar duties, 
were much more highly paid by the local 
authorities. The late Home Secretary 
had made some concession, namely, an 
allowance of 3s. when upwards of ten 
hours’ duty had been performed, and of 10s, 
when duty extended after midnight ; but 
this concession did not meet the point of 
pay and promotion, because the above con- 
cession referred to the performance of 
extra duties, and did not touch the 
provinces. The State inthe matter 
of employment ought to se: an example 
to private employers. He trusted, there- 
fore, that the Home Secretary would 
give favourable consideration to the 
application made to him, and that certain 
re-arrangements caused by the applica- 
tion of the new Factory Act would 
give him an opportunity to revise the 
remuneration of these men, who were 
appointed to prevent sweating, and were 
yet sweated themselves. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said, the question 
must be considered in connection with 
other demands which the Home Secre- 
tary would have to make on the Trea- 
sury when the working of the new 
Factory Act and the Coal Mines Regu- 
lation Act as to inspectorships came to 
be applied. The Committee ought to 
bear in mind that they could not have it 
both ways. If the creation of a new 
class of assistant inspectors was asked 
for, that class, if numerous and if drawn 
from theranks of the working people, could 
not be paid on the same scale as factory 
inspectors, who had to produce literary 
work in the preparation of reports and 
statistics. Though an increase of the 
inspectorate had been promised, he 
wished to urge the necessity of care 
being taken by the Home Office in regard 
to one branch of the inspectorate which 
would have to be considerably strength- 
ened—namely, in connection with the 
‘‘ Particulars Clause.” While the Factory 
Act was before the Grand Committee on 
Trade an Amendment was introduced 
by which the “ Particulars Clause” was 
extended to every occupation in the 
country. Though the suggestion which 
some hon. Members made was not 
accepted in so many words, the late 
Home Secretary met them by proposing 

















ile 


r- 


5 


pPeaaSeses Ff 42 P 


co At 


ne 








617 Supply. 


himself to extend the Clause at the 
option of the Home Secretary from time 
to time. As matters now stood, by the 
40th Section of the Factory Act, every 
trade in the country which had piece- 
work could apply to the Home Office for 
an extension to them’ of this “ Parti- 
culars Clause.” One appointment had 
been made in the West Riding of York- 
shire affecting the woollen and worsted 
trades, and the argument that the work- 
ing people should be made acquainted 
with the scale of pay applied to all 
piecework was just as strong in other 
trades as it was in the woollen and 
worsted trades. A great deal of inspec- 
tion would thereby become necessary, 
and inspectors must be appointed in 
reference to this Clause to cover the 
whole country. The demand on the 
Home Office would be a considerable 
one, and he hoped the Home Secre- 
tary wouldshow the same anxiousdesireto 
extend this principle, which was vital to 
the interests of the working classes, as 
was shown by the late Home Secretary. 

Sir F. 8. POWELL (Wigan) said, he 
represented a district which included 
some of the largest factories in the 
country, and he bore testimony to the 
fact that in the discussions of the 
“Particulars Clause” a readiness was 
displayed on the part of the employers 
and the employed to come to terms on 
this subject. He thought that the prin- 
ciple of the Clause ought to be extended 
to every trade to which it was applic- 
able, though he acknowledged that there 
were certain difficulties surrounding its 
application. He drew the attention of 
the Home Secretary to what he con- 
sidered to be a defect in the reports of 
factory inspectors, namely, that those 
reports mentioned not only certain 
machines as being of great service and 
value, but also the names of certain 
firms. He thought it was undesirable 
that any firm should be mentioned in 
the report of a Government Department. 
In Liverpool the other day he saw to 
his astonishment on the walls an an- 
nouncement by a firm that their inven- 
tion had been recommended by the 
Home Department. That was a most 
unsatisfactory condition of affairs. 


He hoped the Home Office would not 
sanction any such recommendation. The 
Home Office could not know whether 
that would be the best possible machine 
a few months hence. 


In fact, it was 
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quite impossible to read the report of the 
inspector without seeing that it was some 
months behind time. He was greatly 
struck by reading the report of the 
present year. There were many re- 
ferences to evils which ought to be 
remedied, but which had disappeared in 
consequence of the legislation of 1895. 
He thought he had said enough on that 
branch of the case, and he was sure his 
right hon. Friend would give attention to 
it. As to the employment of female inspec- 
tors, he could speak in high terms as to 
the labours of these women. In their 
own province they had done good work, 
and had greatly improved the condition 
of the factory hands. He read the 
report of the female inspectors, and that 
view was greatly confirmed. He thought 
they had every encouragement to believe 
that their services would be of essential 
value ; and, although he did feel that in 
this change of Administration, as in all 
changes, much care and vigilance must 
be exercised, he did think that the 
progress made in the experiment must 
be regarded as proving a success. He 
hoped his right hon. Friend would con- 
tinue that which was very valuable in the 
working of the Factory Acts. The next 
point was one which had engaged the 
attention of the factory world, and in 
the constituency he represented there 
were some of the largest factories. There 
was no doubt that the Act of 1895, 
however valuable it might be—and he 
readily admitted it was of great value— 
did lay a heavy burden, he did not say 
an unnecessarily heavy burden, upon the 
employers of labour. He wished to 
direct special attention, by way of 
example, to two of the clauses of the Act 
of 1895. One section of the principal 
Act enabled the Home Office to compel 
the employer to keep on a prescribed 
form and prescribed particulars a register 
of the children and young persons in his 
employ, and other matters under the 
Act. He did not complain; he was 
calling attention to the additional labour 
and cost imposed by this legislation. 
Then, in the Act recently passed, the 34th 
Section required the employer to send to 
the inspector of the district, once in each 
year, a statement of the number of 
persons employed in the factory or work- 
shop, with particulars as to age and sex, as 
the Secretary of State might direct; and 
in default he was liable to a heavy fine. 
He spoke of a factory in Wigan where 
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1,300 hands were employed, chiefly 
females. Even if the Home Secretary 
was moderate in his requirements, to 
give such a return would require great 
care and discrimination. He had had 
communications from those who were 
well informed, and he knew that con- 
siderable irritation was felt as to the 
operation of this Section. He had no 
doubt that wise and moderate require- 
ments with regard to this section might 
prove a very useful thing. It was a matter 
which would require great discretion in 
the administration of the Home Office. 
Statistics were not everything, and when 
they got elaborate statistics he did not 
think they would have done much for the 
sanitary condition of the people. They 
knew that they had in many foreign 
countries great masses of statistics ; he 
had seen many of them, but he was not 
sure that the figures were accurate. He 
thought simpler figures would be far 
more instructive. [An hon. MEMBER 
here suggested that the hon. Member for 
Wigan was out of order, but the Chair- 
man ruled that that was not so.] He did 
not know why he should be interrupted. 
He represented a district containing some 


of the largest factories in the country. 
In administering these Acts they ought 
to try to have the entire acquiescence and 
full assent of the employer and the em- 
ployed. He was quite sure that if his right 
hon. Friend went beyond that, beyond 
the wishes of either, the administration 


of the Acts must fail. They must be 
guided by the opinion and the experience 
of those who had spent their lives in those 
districts. who knew the people, who were 
aware of the direction in which improve- 
ments might be madeand who weredesirous 
of promoting the welfare of the people. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said, no one took a 
more liberal and enlightened view on the 
question than the hon. Member who had 
just spoken. As to the payment of the 
sub-inspectors and the increase of their 
salaries, it must be borne in mind that 
they were drawn from a different class 
than that from which the inspectors 
were drawn. He was bound to say he 
could not agree with what had fallen from 
the hon. Member for the Forest of Dean. 
He was glad the hon. Member for Wigan 
expressed approval of the policy of the 
late Home Secretary of introducing lady 
inspectors. There could be no doubt that 
the experiment had proved a consider- 
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able success. There was one point on 
which he should make an appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman with regard to the 
Act. He desired to refer to a clause of the 
Act of Jast Session which applied to 
docks and warehouses and to wharves. 
Under that Act very considerable powers 
were given to the Home Secretary, 
especially in regard to the operation of 
the Factory Act as applied to docks and 
wharves ; and the reason for that was 
that it was thought, after discussion in 
the Committee, that the operations of 
the Act could better be put ‘in force if 
greater discretion were left to the Home 

Secretary in carrying them out. There- 
fore, the right hon. Gentleman would 
recollect that the docks and wharves 
were placed under the old Clause 8 of 
the Act of 1891, with certain extensions, 
He desired to appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to take into council with 
regard to this matter, not only the owners 
of docks and wharves but also the repre- 
sentatives of the men working in those 
docks, who would lead him and the 
employers in a very reasonable spirit, so 
that what both parties were interested 
in obtaining, namely, the safety of life 
and limb, might be promoted. He hoped, 
in conclusion, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would take this matter into his 
most careful consideration during the 
next few months, and would arrive at 
some settlement satisfactory to both 
masters and men. [‘ Hear.” 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydfil) desired to put in a plea for 
an increase in the number of assistant 
inspectors of mines. He did not ask 
for an increase in salary, but for an 
increase in the number. He would 
urge upon the: present Home Secretary 
a plan as to which he had received a 
distinct promise from the late Home 
Secretary, and which, as the right hon, 
Gentleman appeared to favour a con- 
tinuity of policy, not only in Foreign 
but also in Home affairs, he hoped he 
would follow. He regretted that 
the late Home Secretary was not in 
his place. No doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman was taking a _ well-earned 
holiday, which they would all like to be 
enjoying—{ “Hear, hear!” |—but he 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
might have been in his place to defend his 
own Estimates. The plan proposed and 
promised was to appoint a number of 
sub-assistant inspectors of mines from 
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among practical underground workmen. 
In South Wales they had a body of 
energetic and conscientious inspectors, 
but they were too few in number to 
carry out the work. It was rather like 
shutting the stable door after the steed 
had been stolen to inspect the mine after 
an accident had occurred ; they ought to 
be able to inspect the mines with sufficient 
frequency to minimise accidents. He 
hoped, however, that the present Home 
Secretary would not carry out the policy 
of his predecessor, in regard to the men 
appointed to represent the Home Office 
at inquiries into accidents in mines. 
Last year, after the very terrible explo- 
sion in the Albion Colliery in South 
Wales, a Mr. Roskill, a barrister, was 
appointed, whose qualifications for the 
purpose he (the speaker) had been unable 
to ascertain, nor what he knew of the 
matter he was sent down, as the repre- 
sentative of the Home Office, to inquire 
about. It did not add to the credit 
of the Department to send down men 
like Mr. Roskill to inquire into these 
matters. He was entirely ignorant of 
the Welsh language. Now in the Mines 
Regulation Act, 1887, it was laid down 
that theappointment of mining inspectors 
by the Secretary of State was to be made 
under certain conditions, provided always 
that, in regard to Wales and Monmouth- 
shire, persons having a knowledge of the 
Welsh language should, ceteris paribus, 
be selected as inspectors of mines. He 
was not one of those who went in for 
Wales for the Welsh, but he thought 
that not only in the case of these mining 
inspectors in South Wales was a know- 
ledge of the Welsh language highly 
desirable, but also in the case of those 
who were sent down to Wales to 
represent the Home Department It 
was a distinct reflection upon Welsh- 
speaking barristers if it were to be in- 
ferred that there was not to be found in 
their ranks one equally competent with 
Mr. Roskill to discharge the duty for 
which he was selected. 

Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda) said he had not the slightest 
wish to embarrass the Home Secretary, 
but it was his duty to say that for years 
he and others had been urging upon the 
Home office the necessity for increasing 
the number of inspectors of mines. For 
the South Wales District, embracing or 
extending to five counties, and including 
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between three and four hundred collieries, 
there were four inspectors. A vacancy 
had recently occurred, and he trusted 
that no time would be lost in filling it 
up. As the world knew, the mines were 
of a most dangerous character ; and, if 
the inspectors lived at the pit mouth they 
must leave a large proportion of the 
collieries uninspected every year, as there 
were many collieries in which three days 
could be well spent. To be worthy of 
the name, inspection must be efficient. 
It had been promised from time to time 
that the inspectorate should be increased 
when the Exchequer would bear the 
additional burden. It would be pos- 
sible to do something to meet the 
difficulty by creating a new class of in- 
spectors or assistant inspectors, at less 
salaries than were paid to the present 
inspectors. Much of the rough work of 
inspection, in faces, headings and intakes, 
could be done by assistant inspectors 
chosen from practical colliers. On the 
whole he was sure that the cost of 
adequate inspection would be amply re- 
couped by the results it would bring 
about. 

*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said, he would remind the Com- 
mittee that on many occasions between 
1886 and 1892 demands had been made 
for an increase of the inspectorate ; and 
yet thenumber of inspectors still remained 
at the total at which it stood in 1892. 
This was a fact which alone would make 
hon. Members pause. The theory under- 
lying the proposals just made was practi- 
cally that the State should be responsible 
forthe management of themines, and that 
management was not the function of the 
State. For constant periodical inspection 
of mines even in South Wales, where he 
admitted they were dangerous, a marked 
increase in the number of inspectors 
would be required. To increase the 
staff by 50 would cost £35,000. That 
was not a heavy charge, yet the authors 
of the Finance Act considered them- 
selves too poor and _ necessitous to 
provide for it. The policy of the 
Mines Act was to provide for inspec- 
tion at unforseen times, and that colliery 
inspectors might have access to any part 
of the mine which they inspected. 
While the law provided that managers 
of collieries should possess high technical 
qualifications, it was now proposed that 
mines should be inspected and reported 
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upon by men who did not possess such 
qualifications. He did not think a 
Government chosen from either side of 
the House would consent to this. He 
deprecated the responsibility of colliery 
managers being lessened. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmar- 
then, W.) asked on what principle would 
the assistant inspectors of factories, 
which the Home Office intended to 
appoint, be appointed. Would the 
examination of candidates be a com- 
petitive ormerely qualifying examination. 
How many out of the large number of 
candidates whose names appeared on the 
books of the Home Office would be 
selected to undergo the examination, 
and on what principle would the 
names be selected? He asked for infor- 
mation on the subject, because much 
disappointment often resulted from the 
applications of intending candidates, 


and some light on the subject would be 
welcome to other Members as well as to 
[“« Hear, hear !”] 


himself. 
CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince), urged that there should be an 
annual inspection of every mine to see 
how it was “found,” just as a ship was 
inspected before she went to sea. In 
other respects he entirely agreed that it 
would be a great mistake to remove 
responsibility from colliery managers. 
*Mr. DAVID THOMAS said, all he 
asked for was a sufficient number of 
inspectors of mines to see that the law 
was carried out. The function of 
official inspectors now seemed simply to 
be to inspect mines only after an 
accident. He wished to see mines 
inspected with a view to prevent acci- 
dents as far as possible, and not in- 


spected only after an accident had. 
occurred to get a conviction against the | 


owner or manager. The hon. Member 
for Sheffield seemed to think the in- 
spectors suggested would not be suffi- 
ciently qualified. There were hundreds 
of workmen in South Wales who 
had first-class certificates under the 
Mines Regulation Act. These were 
all that were required from colliery 
managers, so that they would have the 
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same qualification as the latter. The 
appointments should be made from 
amongst the colliers themselves, who 
should be practical men to see the 
Mines Act was carried out, and nothing 
more. £150 a year would be quite 
sufficient salary to pay them, and the 
cost would not be anything like the 
sum estimated by the Member for 
Sheffield. 

Mr. LOUGH hoped that there would 
be continuity of policy at the Home 
Office. He wished to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary (Sir 
M. W. Ridley) whether any steps had been 
taken to carry out the recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee which sat 
last year to inquire into the regulations 
relating to the cabs of London. Some 
years ago on these Estimates the atten- 
tion of the late Home Secretary (Mr. 
Asquith) had been drawn to the subject, 
and he had been good enough to grant 
a Departmental Committee, which sat 
last year and made several recommenda- ~ 
tions. If the right hon. Gentleman the 
Home Secretary was not able to enter 
into details on that occasion, perhaps he 
would state at a more convenient time 
what steps had been taken to carry out 
those recommendations. New regulations 
with regard to cabs came into operation 
on the Ist July last, but neither the 
cabmen the public knew what 
they were. He should like to know 
what communications had passed between 
the Home Office and Scotland Yard in 
reference to the recommendations of the 
Committee. He believed that a certain 


nor 


| number of inspectors had been appointed 
last July, and he should like to know 


the number of those inspectors, and 
whether they were policemen or chosen 
from the men themselves, in accordance 


| with the recommendations of the Com- 


mittee. The Committee had _ recom- 
mended that the privileged system in 
operation at railway stations should be 
abolished, and the late Home Secretary 
had taken some steps towards carrying 
out the recommendation. He wished to 
know whether the present Home Secre- 
tary would adopt the policy of his 
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predecessor on that point. The late Home 
Secretary had entered into communica- 
tion with the Board of Trade Depart- 
ment, who had consequently approached 
the railway companies with the view to 
some amicable arrangement being entered 
into that would be satisfactory to the 
railway companies and the proprietors 
and drivers of the cabs, and he wished 
to know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be willing to pursue the 
same policy. The late Home Secretary 
had prepared a Bill dealing with “ bilk- 
ing,” and he wished to know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman intended to 
proceed with that measure as soon as 
possible. He also desired to draw the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to the 
subject of the four mile radius, which 
was fixed in 1854, when the population 
of the Metropolis was only twe millions, 
whereas it was now four and a-half 
millions. He hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would be prepared to re- 
consider the whole matter, and to carry 
out the policy of the late Home Secretary 
upon the point. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had authority over the Metropolitan 
Police Magistrates and over the police. 
He had no complaint to make against 
the Metropolitan Police Magistrates, 
who usually exercised-a very wise dis- 
cretion in carrying out their very difficult 
duties. He had seen the report of a) 
case a day or two ago in which a) 
magistrate had refused to grant a sum- 
mons to a child against another child 
for abuse, and had told her to go home. 
The learned magistrate was quite right 
in taking that course ; but a few days 
ago he had seen another case, in which | 
a poor flower-girl had been sent to prison 
for three days because she had sold a 
flower in the city between the hours of 
9 a.m. and 9 p.m., contrary to the Police 
Regulations. He thought that such a 


Regulation inflicted great hardship upon 
a very honest and deserving class. Some 
thousands of these girls earned their 
living by selling flowers, and it was very 
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their means of livelihood in consequence 
of such a regulation. He hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman would see that 
the regulation was modified in some 
degree. 

Mr. W. ABRAHAM thought that 
the number of mines inspectors was not 
sufficiently large to enable the policy 
of the Mines Act to be carried out. 
He desired to call the attention of the 
Home Secretary to the fact that, in the 
days when Lord Cross occupied that 
honourable post, instructions were sent 
out from the Department which were 
considered to be secret instructions, 
creating a policy which should effect every 
possible inspection of mines. It was im- 
possible to carry out the policy of that 
noble man, who did so much for the 
miners of this country — [Ministerial 
cheers|—with the present staff. They 
did not now ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite to do what was impossible, 
but they did ask him to appoint a suffi- 
cient number of additional inspectors to 
ensure the proper safety of mines. 

*CoLonEL MELLOR (Lancashire, Rad- 
cliffe), as one who lived in the 
midst of a mining district, and was well 
acquainted with the characteristics of 
miners and their necessities, wished to 
express his sympathy with the remarks 
that had fallen from the hon. Member 
for the Rhondda Valley, who had just sat 
down. It was, he contended, the duty 
of a mining inspector to see that the law 
was properly carried out, and if the 
number of inspectors or sub-inspectors 
was inadequate, common sense and 
propriety alike called for the appoint- 
ment of more. [* Hear, hear!”] In 
saying this, he did not for one moment 
desire to relieve proprietors and owners 
or managers of mines of any of the respon- 
sibilities which rightly and properly 
belonged to them, but he did think 
there was a great deal in the remark 
of the hon. Member for Rhondda 
when he said that the appointment of 
a number of assistant inspectors, not 
necessarily at high salaries, would 
2A2 
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accomplish the object which he was sure | taken before the magistrates—{Opposi- 
every Member of the House had in view. | tion laughter |—and the decision was that 


He suggested nothing at all extreme in | 
the matter, but the number of assistant | 
inspectors should be such as to insure 
the proper and efficient inspection of 
mines, and to prevent, as far as pos- 
sible, those lamentable accidents which 
occurred from time to time in collieries. 
[ Cheers. | 

Mr. CALDWELL remarked that this 
was not a matter peculiar to one side of 
the House only, and in the late Parlia- 
ment both sides had concurred in the 
view that the number of inspectors of 
mines should be increased, and also that 
there should be assistant inspectors. 
The former HomeSecretary (Mr. Asquith) 
rather gave the late House of Commons 
to understand that the delay in giving 
effect to that view did not arise with him, 
but that the matter was one which de- 
pended more on the Treasury than upon 
the Home Office. The case of Scotland 
should not be overlooked in this subject. 
He concluded by expressing a hope that 
any little difficulty which might have 
existed in Treasury arrangements with 
regard to this matter might be overcome, 
and that effect should be given to the 
unanimous demand of the mining indus- 
try. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 

Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.) 
desired to endorse the remarks that had 
been made in support of an increase in 
the number of mining inspectors. 

Mr. J. KENYON (Bury, Lancashire) 
contended that there was another side to 
the question, and that was the danger of 
over-inspection. From his experience in 
the textile trades in Lancashire, he was 
of opinion that they were there over- 
inspected. [Cries of “No.”] Only last 
winter, in the very severe weather, five 
women went into a mill of his own and 
two of them set to work on the machinery 
which they were accustomed to work, 
which was, no doubt, wrong on their 
part ; the other three sat in the room 
and kept themselves warm like sensible 
women. For this he was summoned and 


he was not very much to blame but that he 
must pay the costs. [Renewed Opposition 
laughter.| The miners and working 
people, he thought, were very well 
able to take care of themselves, and did 
not want so much coddling and inspect- 
ing as seemed to be the practice in the 
House of Commons. [Cheers and cries 
of “Oh!”] He rose, however, to call 
attention, as a new Member, to another 
point. During the past few days, when- 
ever the question of the unemployed had 
been mentioned, there was a general ring 
of sympathy from both sides of the 
House. [“Hear, hear!”] But, in 
wishing to control this trade and the 
other, and to weary and harass 
employers, hon. Gentlemen should 
remember that they were not doing very 
great good to the unemployed, and, that 
the men who owned works and found 
the capital for them were not disposed to 
be over-inspected, and to be watched and 
controlled, to their annoyance, in every 
possible way. He had nothing to say 
against the inspection they had had in 
the textile trades of the north down to 
within the last year or two, but he did 
contend that there was a danger of over- 
doing it in this connection. 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY said that, as to 
the new regulations for cabs, he would 
refer the hon. Member to the answer 
given by his predecessor in June. 
The regulations came into effect on 
July 1, and it was his intention to 
continue on the lines which had been 
begun. With regard to privileged cabs, 
negotiations between the railway com- 
panies and the Board of Trade had 
lapsed for a time in consequence of cir- 
cumstances with which they were all 
familiar. He felt that if they could do 
anything in the matter it would be of 
great advantage. The question of the 
four-mile radius he confessed he had not 
yet considered. He thought that the 
Debate on the Inspector of Mines and Fae- 
tories had been a very useful one. The 
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assistant factory inspectors, 25 in num- 
ber, whose salaries he had been asked to 
increase, were appointed, the first of 
them only three years, and the last only 
two years ago, and he thought. the time 
had hardly come for increasing their 
salaries. He reminded the Committee 
that these men were drawn from a class 
who were interested in the concerns of 
the factories, but had not had the same 
opportunities for education, and could 
not look for the same high salary as that 
enjoyed by the upper class of inspectors. 
A most careful list was made of the 
names sent in, and the best selection was 
made from those submitted. The Home 
Secretary clid not exercise by any means 
a private choice. He was almost sorry | 
that his right hon. Friend the Secretary | 
to the Treasury had not been present | 
during the whole of the Debate, for if 
all the recommendations made to him | 
were to be carried out, he should have | 
to make a very strong appeal to him. 
(Hear, hear!”] The inspectors of 
of mines and factories should, he agreed, 
see that the law was carried out, not | 
vexatiously but judiciously, and at the 
same time with firmness. That was the 
criterion which he should apply to the 
appointment of these inspectors. He 


had found no record of any promise by | 
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the expectations of hon. Members nor 
to have added an enormous number of 
inspectors. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS asked the 
right hon. Member, as there was no 
record at the Home Office of the promise 
to which he (Mr. Thomas) had referred, 
whether he would confer what his pre- 
decessor in office, and whether, if the 
statement as to the promise was found 
to be correct, he would carry the promise 
out? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY agreed to refer 
to his predecessor. 

Srr F. 8S. POWELL mentioned the 
case of a Liverpool firm which advertised 
a particular machine as being recom- 
‘mended by a Government factory in- 
spector. 
| Sm M. W. RIDLEY said that, when 
‘an inspector recommended some particu- 
lar method of guarding machinery, it 
was next to impossible to avoid giving a 
recommendation to the firm that supplied 
| the improved means of safety. Such 
| matters were matters for the exercise of 

Of course, 





| 


great delicacy and discretion. 
| the giving of a recommendation ought 
to be avoided when possible in an 
| inspector’s report. 

| 


| Vote agreed to. 


his predecessor to increase the number of | 


inspectors of mines, but he would look 
into the question, and, if necessary, 
would supplement the number of in- 
spectors if it was deficient, though he 
did not admit the deficiency. The Com- 
mittee would be aware that such an Act 
as the Factory Act, which was passed 
last Session, could not be carried out 
without a considerable demand on the 
Treasury to provide for the necessary 
staff. He was not prepared to commit 
himself as to a new class of mine inspec- 
tors for Wales. The question of docks 
and wharves was another difficult one, 
and he would give his attention to it in 
the coming autumn. He trusted that 
when another year came round he should 
be fuund neither to have disappointed 


| On the Vote of £23,664 to complete 
| the sum for the Salaries and expenses of 
the Department of Her Majesty’s Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies, including 
a Grant in Aid of certain Expenses 
connected with emigration, 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that he 
wished to call attention to a question 
that concerned a portion of Africa. It 
had been suggested that morning, in a 
Whig party organ, that it would be 
advantageous to the Colonial Secretary 
that he should be charged not only with 
the administration of all the African 
colonies, but of the protectorates as well. 
For many years past he had urged the 
same thing—namely, that the Colonial 
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Office ought to be charged with the 
administration of the protectorates of 
this country. He remembered suggest- 
ing that course in 1880, when he found 
that the administration of Cyprus was 
conducted by the Foreign Office, and 
he was able to transfer it to the 
Colonial Office. The right hon. Gentle- 
man (Mr. Chamberlain) was charged 
with only a portion of our colonies; 
there were protectorates and _posses- 
sions charge of the Foreign 
Office, and it was important that the 
same policy should be pursued by both 
Departments. The Foreign Office pro- 
posed to undertake the construction of a 
railway to Uganda on the East Coast of 
Africa, and he understood that the 
Colonial Office were contemplating the 
construction of railways on the West 
Coast, he wished to take this 
opportunity of asking what was to be 
the policy of the Government in regard to 
those works. He believed the Secretary 
for the Colonies would receive a deputa- 
tion from the Gold Coast to-morrow on the 
West Coast railways, and it was possible 
that he might wish to make a statement of 
policy to that deputation, but the House 
would be much interested in learning 
to-night what that policy was to be, if 
the right hon. Gentleman was in a 
position to state it. What he particu- 
larly wished to know was whether 
British credit was to be pledged, and in 
what form it was to be pledged for the 
construction of those railways—whether 
the Government thought of making those 
railways themselves, or were going to 
guarantee them in the hands of private 
contractors. The reasons why the House 
ought to exercise great care in matters 
of this kind was because serious questions 
might arise with the African chiefs in 
regard to the acquisition of land, and, 
still more, in regard to the labour by 
which the railways were to be con- 
structed ; but he was sure the Colonial 
Office would take great care, with 
respect both to the acquisition of land 
and to the nature of the labour employed, 
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not to interfere with those principles 
which were so dear to large numbers of 
the British people. There was another 
danger in connection with the construc- 
tion of the railways—the increase of the 
facilities for the introduction of drink 
into the interior of the country. We 
were already pouring enormous quanti- 
ties of spirit into Africa, and that in 
spite of our promises to Europe. There 
was great danger that the proposed 
railways on the West Coast would be 
pushed forward by men largely concerned 
in the spirit traffic and with the object 
of increasing that traffic. He would 
give an instance of the danger to which 
he referred. There was a firm of the 
name of Swanzy on the West Coast, 
who had recently received a concession 
for the whole of the indiafubber pro- 
duced over a large district of the Protec- 
torate of Lagos, and they were the 
largest firm of importers of spirits into 
Africa. It was notorious that the india- 
rubber they received under this con- 
cession would be paid for by spirit sent 
into the interior. Unless great care was 
taken, therefore, in regard to those three 
points—the acquisition of land for the 
railways, the nature of the labour em- 
ployed, and the drink traffic — great 
difficulties would surely arise. It was 
unfortunate to have to give figures to 
the House of Commons, because not only 
were they distasteful, but because there 
was always the danger of being mis- 
reported. The figures he gave yesterday 
were misreported, but that, no doubt, 
was because he omitted to send them up 
to the reporters’ gallery, and he fully 
recognised the difficulty of correctly 
reporting figures in the House. The 
drink traffic was on the increase on the 
West Coast. On the Gold Coast no 
less than 1,442,000 gallons of spirit were 
imported in a single year. Over 9,000,000 
gallons had been imported during the 
last 12 years, and it was not improbable 
that the total import in 1894 exceeded one 
and a-half million gallons. In regard to 
Lagos the figures were even larger. In 











eal 


— A 2 


‘ 


wa we = CP SP VY SS we 














633 Supply. {22 Aveaust 1895} Supply. 634 


1893 nearly 1,700,000 gallons were| went into these out-of-the-way territories 
imported into that colony. The colonies | and were governed from this country we 
of Lagos, the Gold Coast, Sierra Leone,| held such countries in trust for the 
and Gambia largely depended on the | colonies until such time as such a number 
introduction of spirits for their. revenue, | of persons were collected together that 
and, though the imposition of duties on|it might be convenient for them to form 
the importation had perhaps tended to|a Government for themselves. He main- 
limit the traffic to some extent, yet on| tained, in the case of Western Australia, 
the whole it was on the increase. The| we had no right whatever to take over 
matter was one of great importance, and,| huge areas of unused territories, with 
considering the promises we had given| small bands of colonists, but rather that 
to Europe on the subject, he felt| sufficient territory should be given to 
sure the Secretary of State for the| them, and the rest remain under the 
Colonies would give the question the | influence of the Crown for future colonies 
most careful consideration. If the|Anybody who considered the South 
Secretary for the Colonies was going|African problem—by which he meant 
to give greater facilities by means|the territory south of the Zambesi— 
of any loan or guarantee for the con-| would admit that in a period of time 
struction of railways it would be necessary | not far distant we might hope to see 
to watch those facilities very narrowly. | civilisation practically extended over 
Of course, there was the possible|that area. They knew that the Cape, 
suggestion that the duties might be|even if it wished, could not extend its 
even further increased. As regarded | power over the whole of that territory, 
the Zanzibar protectorate, we had come|and we might look surely to various 
under pledges of a very definite character | colonies being constituted, or a federation 
that no spirits were to be allowed to be| of colonies, which was the best form of 
imported into the interior at all except | government for large territories such as 
for the use of Europeans, but although|these. That plan had this extreme 
there had been a certain amount of | advantage, that where the Governments 
spirit-smuggling on that side of Africa, | were not too large such elasticity might 
and although, no doubt, there was some| be given to the law of the various 
risk that the smuggling trade might be colonies as best suited their various needs. 
increased when the railway came to be| The Cape Parliament as such had no 
made, yet there was not the same risk special right whatever in Bechuanaland. 
that existed on the West Coast, where we | The difficulties there were put down by 
were not under heavy restrictions of that |the expenditure of this country, and 
kind There accordingly the importation | while we had no right to expect that 
of spirits was not only enormous but was | such a territory should remain a Crown 
most rapidly increasing, and it was there, colony for all time, the true policy to pur- 
therefore, that this danger would have | sue would be to retain it as a Crown 
to be most carefully guarded against. colony until such a time as there was a 

Captain BETHELL (York, E. R., sufficient number of persons to enable it 
Holderness) referred to the Resolution | to form a colony by itself. By pursuing 
passed by the Cape Parliament to annex such a policy they should see within a 
British Bechuanaland—a proposal to | reasonable time some prospect of a federa- 
which hetook objectionon broad groundsof | tion of the South African Colonies and 
policy. He did not deny that by handing | States, whereas, if the policy was pur- 
this colony over to the Cape certain | sued of annexing to the Cape huge areas 
immediate advantages undoubtedly | such as this, that consummation would 
accrued; but, on the other hand, he| be postponed in the first place, and the 
laid it down that when our countrymen possibility of forming a federation would 
| 
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be much diminished and somewhat 
spoiled because the size of Cape Colony | vile spirits. In the course of the present 
in proportion to the other States and year, the Brussels Act would come up 
and colonies would be so large as greatly for consideration, and it was possible the 
to destroy the balance of power. The question of the drink traffic would be 
question of the future of South Africa reviewed. Supposing they could not 
south of the Zambesi was one that might | attain the point indicated by the right 
engage the earnest attention of the | hon. Baronet—namely, prohibition of 
Statesmen of this country. He conceived | the traftic altogether—there was large 
it to be practically cer tain that the exist-| room in Lagos and the Gold Coast for a 
ing territories under the dominion of the | ‘duty on spirits. He believed that at 
Chartered Company could not in future | | present the duty was lower than it was 
be expected to remain under the govern-|in any other of our Colonies. He hoped 
ment of that company. But the terri- ‘they might expect that the right hon. 
tories were so inconveniently large that | Gentleman who had signalised his period 
when self-government came about it | of office by insisting on the restriction of 
would be impracticable to set up one} the liquor traffic in Bechuanaland would 
governing body. They might assume | take some step in the same direction in 
that these territories would eventually | West Africa, where the baneful results 
do what had been done elsewhere, and of the consumption of vile spirits were 
by preserving their own self-government | very great indeed. 
and making laws suitable to their own Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said, his 
requirements from a federation which | hon. Friend who had just sat down and 
would embrace the whole. He made his right hon. Friend the Member for 
this objection because he desired to place |the Forest of Dean had raised a very 
on record his opposition to the policy of |important question with regard to the 
annexing this particular State to the drink traffic on the West Coast of Africa. 
Cape, which was not connected with it| During the past year, the Colonial Office 
at all, geographically, in any convenient had given great attention to the subject, 
form. He regretted that the late Govern-| and he was sure his right hon. Friend 
ment thought it their duty to give their | the Secretary of State would give it his 
consent to this proceeding, regarding a| best attention. The difficulty that had 
policy of the kind as damaging to the | to be contended with on the West Coast 
prospects of a well-balanced federation in | of Africa was, that if we ever prohibited 
South Africa. The Cape Colony was the liquor traffic altogether, or put a 
going somewhat far in its ambitious pro-|a heavy duty on liquor, we should lose 
jects. It not only asked for British| the revenue, while the liquor would get 
Bechuanaland, but it put in a claim for | in through French and German agencies. 
a voice upon the future of territories; The Member for the Forest of Dean had 
from which it was divided by many raised the question of the extension of 
hundred miles. He did not think it wise | railways on the West Coast of Africa. 
or politic always to give in at once, or|The Secretary of State’s policy of en- 
perhaps to give in at all, to the demands | larged markets was one in which they all 
of the Cape Government in such matters. | agreed, if it could be carried out. The 
Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- | late Government did their best to lay the 
shire, E.) supported the observations of | foundation for an introduction and ex- 
the right hon. Member for the Forest of| tension of the railway system in our 
Dean in regard to the West African | different colonies on the West Coast, and 
territories. In the interior of Lagos, he wished that policy would meet with the 
where our power was not so complete as | favourable view of the right hon. Gentle- 
in other places, slavery was recognised| man. The important question had been 
as an existing institution, and if a railw: ay | raised as to whether forced labour would 
were to be constructed to that countr y, | not have to beusedon these railways when 
then undoubtedly the danger to which the | the surveys were complete. Comparing 
right hon. Baronet had referred, of hav-|the West Coast with the East Coast, and 
ing to employ slave labour, would arise. | looking to the smallness of the colonies, 
There had beenan extraordinary develop-|it seemed as if any difficulty in con- 
ment of the liquor trade in that country, | nection with forced labour would easily 
and very horrible results had ensued | be overcome, , especially if the construction 
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of the railways were left in the hands of 
the Colonies themselves. As to whether 
these Protectorates should not be taken 
out of the hands of the Foreign Office 
and placed under the Colonial Office, his 
personal opinion was that to a large 
extent that should be done. He hoped 
that the Secretary for the Colonies would 
see his way, at all events, to do what 
probably the late Government would 
have done if they had survived longer— 
namely, to put the African Protectorates 
north of the Zambesi and those of the 
British South Africa Company under 
one department of the State. At present 
those north of the Zambesi were under 
the Foreign Office,and those south of the 
Zambesi were under the Colonial Office. 
As a matter of business, whenever any 
question arose as to the administration 
of the Protectorates north of the 
Zambesi, the Foreign Office always com- 
municated with the Colonial Office, and 
an inter-departmental correspondence 
followed, which was the dullest and 
slowest of correspondences ; and it often 
happened that things which ought to be 
done quickly were done slowly, and not 
so well, perhaps, as they might otherwise 
have been done. Some of the West 
Coast Protectorates— such as the Oil 
Rivers and the Niger—ought also to be 
under the Colonial Office instead of 
the Foreign Office, which had no 
machinery for administering a colony. 
As to the transference of British Bechu- 
analand to Cape Colony, that was 
certainly the policy of the late Govern- 
ment, though the transference had not 
actually been assented to. He was glad 
that the Secretary for the Colonies, in 
carrying a continuity of colonial policy, 
had seen his way to accept the proposals 
of the Cape Government. He agreed to 
a certain extent with his hon. Friend 
who opposed the transference that it was 
generally desirable to keep these Pro- 
tectorates under Imperial control, but it 
was much too late to urge that view in 
regard to British Bechuanaland. Suc- 
cessive Secretaries for the Colonies had 
given the pledge that some time or other 
the territory should be handed over to 
the Cape Colony, and the only questions 
had been when and under what con- 
ditions. In 1888 the Cape Government 
offered to take it over, but there were at 
that time particular reasons against the 
transference. It wasthought then thatthe 
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Cape Colony was not in a position to 
extend its control over native populations ; 
and—the reason which actuated the 
Home Government— there had been 
some “treks” from the Transvaal, and 
a feeling was abroad that the so-called 
Afrikander party were not over friendly 
to the British connection and Crown. 
At that time it was thought it might not 
be advisable to hand over this sparsely- 
populated territory to a Government 
which, to a certain extent, was actuated 
by Afrikander opinions. But those ob- 
jections had entirely disappeared. Both 
the social and economic policy of the 
Cape Government in regard to native 
matters had of late years been just and 
generous ; the Transvaal was now sur- 
rounded by British territory, so that no 
more trek could possibly take place ; and 
it should be admitted that the Afrikan- 
der in South Africa was thoroughly loyal 
to the British Crown. Besides, as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
the Colonies had stated the other day, 
full and ample guarantees — which 
covered the questions of land reserves 
and liquor traftic—had been obtained 
from the Cape Government as to the 
proper treatment of the natives. Con- 
siderable advantage would also accrue to 
this country from the transfer of Bechu- 
analand to the Cape. As a Crown 
colony had not to meet its own expenses, 
the House had to give a grant in aid. A 
great deal of the time of the Colonial 
Office had in consequence been occupied 
in curtailing expenses in Bechuanaland, 
with the result that justice, education, 
and public works had had much less 
spent on them than would have been 
received under a proper system of ad- 
ministration. The Cape were in a better 
position to spend money economically 
and more advantageously for education 
and judicial administration than the 
Colonial Office could possibly be, and 
there was the further advantage that the 
British taxpayer would be saved the 
£8,000 or £10,000 a year which had to 
be paid as a grant in aid to the Crown 
Colony. He was glad that this arrange- 
ment between the Colonial Office and the 
Cape Government, which had been sanc- 
tioned by two Administrations—one 
Liberal and the other Unionist—had 
passed through the House of Commons 
without friction. He observed that the 
hon. Member for the Ecclesall Division 
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was about to address the Committee. 
He took it for granted that the hon. 
Gentleman would make complaints 
against him for his action in regard to 
Swaziland and other iniquities. He 
thought he knew pretty well what the 
hon. Gentleman was going to say; and 
he said now, in anticipation of the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman, that he had on 
many occasions met the hon. Gentleman 
in Debate in regard to the Colonial 
operations of the late Government in 
South Africa, and had invariably found 
that the hon. Gentleman’s geography 
was wrong and that his history was 
wrong. Therefore, if the hon. Gentle- 
man attacked the late Government they 
could only leave themselves in the hands 
of the House, and say that, while no 
doubt they had not done all that they 
might have done in regard to those 
Colonial questions, at all events they had 
at heart the interest of the natives of 
Swaziland ; and he believed the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
would admit that on the whole they had 
carried out a policy in regard to that 
country which had been of great advan- 
tage to the natives themselves. 

Sir G. BADEN-POWELL (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) did not think the Com- 
mittee ought to pass the Vote with 
the inadequate information before them. 
That House was the guardian of the 
public purse, and should not forget, when 
a great policy of this kind was on foot, 
that the taxpayers of the country had 
put into Bechuanaland something like 
24 millionsof money. He rather agreed 
that it would be well if two or more 
colonies could be set up in South Africa 
in addition to the Cape Colony, because, 
when federation caine, the States taking 
part in it should be on something like a 
footing of equality. The other point to 
which he wished to call attention was 
the question of the West African rail- 
ways. He sympathised with the two 
great points of putting down slavery and 
putting down theiniquitous and damaging 
liquor traffic; but, in his opinion, these 
railways were the best instruments 
possible for putting down both. This 
country had never, duringall the centuries 
it had been at work, succeeded in putting 
down such iniquitous systems as liquor 
traffic, except by successful and strong 
advinistration. He had seen what was 
going on on the West Coast of Africa, 
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and he declared it was a disgrace to our 
civilisation to find that we had made no 
impression whatever beyond the mere 
coast line. If we could once establish a 
sound and strong administration over 
the territories we occupied in West 
Africa, we might succeed in putting 
down the liquor traffic ; and the corollary 
to that was that we could not establish 
that strong and sound administration 
unless railways were made into the in- 
terior. Until rapid means of communi- 
cation were established, a sound admin- 
istration could not be set up. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Josepu CHAmber- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): I am aware 
that many other Members desire to say 
something on this Vote, but they will 
probably raise other matters, and I think 
I should perhaps say what little I have 
to say in regard to what has fallen from 
my right hon. Friend opposite.and other 
speakers who have addressed the House. 
It need not be very much, because my 
hon. Friend opposite recognised that 
these Estimates are the Estimates of the 
late Government and represent their 
policy. My right hon. Friend who 
opened this Debate in the first instance 
suggested some change in the arrange- 
ment of the Colonial and Foreign Offices, 
and some redistribution of duty. I 
have only just entered on the adminis- 
tration and control of probably one of 
the largest dominions, and although I am 
credited with some personal ambition, at 
the present moment I do not desire any 
new world to conquer. My right hon. 
Friend spoke of the extension of rail- 
ways in West Africa, and he asked 
whether I could give the Committee any 
information as to the policy we have 
adopted in that matter. The first ques- 
tion he asked was whether these railways 
were to be made by Imperial assistance, 
or by the colonies, or by private specula- 
tors. Of course, T do not know what 
the deputation which is to wait upon me 
to-morrow will have to say on the subject, 
but I can say at once that the Govern- 
ment are of opinion that, wherever it is 
possible, it is better that railways in these 
circumstances should be made either by 
the colony or by the Imperial Govern- 
ment, rather than handed over to private 
speculators. In these cases there is 
more probability of an economical pro- 
gress of the work if it is taken up by 
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the Government instead of by private! colonies which have been British colonies, 
speculators. [‘‘Hear, hear!”] Then} perhaps, for more than 100 years, in 
there arises the important question as, which up to the present time British 
to whether communications are to be rule has done absolutely nothing ; and if 
made or assisted by the Imperial Gov- we left them to-day we should leave them 
ernment. My hon. friend has explained in the same condition as that in which 
that in the present instance there is no, we found them. How can we expect, 
claim for Imperial assistance ; it has not | therefore, either with advantage to them 
been asked for, and the conditions of! or to ourselves that trade with such 
those colonies are not such as to make it| places can be developed? I shall be 
necessary. Nothing is more extraor- prepared to consider very carefully 
dinary to my mind during my short) myself, and then, if I am satisfied, to 
experience at the Colonial Office than the | confidently submit to the House, any 
extraordinary growth of trade in those case which may occur in which, by the 
West African colonies. A few years judicious investment of British money, 
ago they were thought of as almost those estates which belong to the British 
worthless possessions, but I believe at Crown may be developed for the 
the present time the trade with those benefit of their population and for 
colonies alone is as much as that with the benefit of the greater popu- 
some considerable European countries. lation which is outside. — [Cheers.] 
[Cheers.] Not only so; the trade is My right hon. Friend seems to be 
rapidly increasing, because we are afraid that these railways may lead to 
rapidly getting into communication with an extension of slavery. I think those 
the interior. No trade is possible as fears have been removed, seeing that 
long as native disturbances are taking the railways will be carried out by the 
place, and when hon. Members, animated Government of the colonies under 
no doubt by philanthropic intentions, the Imperial advice and control. I 
protest against expeditions, punitive or entirely agree with my hon. Friend 
otherwise, which are now the only way behind me, that the provision of rail- 
we can establish peace between contend- ways will be the greatest security you 
ing savage tribes in Africa, they are can have for the ultimate extirpation of 
protesting against the only system of slavery. Reference has also been made 
civilising and practically of developing to the introduction of spirituous liquors. 
the trade of Africa. These internecine It seems to be thought that it may be 
contests with the native tribes are increased. Let me explain that I am 
brought about, not by the general will as extremely anxious to prevent the 
of the people, but by the arbitraryaction introduction of these liquors into un- 
of the chiefs ; and it has often happened civilised countries as anyone can be. 
in the past that those persons who have I agree, in the first place, that they 
hitherto held authority are taught by a inevitably bring about the deterioration 
sharp lesson that they cannot be allowed and probably, ultimately, the extinction of 
to continue to conduct those operations, the native population, so that we should 
and peace is thereby secured, and imme- kill the goose that lays the golden eggs— 
diately there will be a large development | the people we want to be our best 
of trade. In the case of those colonies,| customers. Therefore, in our own 
as far as I know, there is absolutely no interest, putting aside altogether ques- 
necessity for Imperial intervention ; but,| tions of philanthropy, it should be our 
if my right hon. Friend wishes from me object, and it will be our object, to 
a further declaration of policy, I am not prevent the extension of this traffic. 
sorry that an opportunity has been given | Let me say that my information is that 
to me to make it. I regard many of the liquor is not so bad as is said, and I 
our colonies as being in the condition of | am assured by the Europeans that it is 
undeveloped estates, and estates which very tolerable drink. The real difficulty 
can never be developed without Imperial | lies, as my hon. Friend said, in the acts 
assistance. [Cheers.] It appears to me|of other countries. My right hon. 
to be absurd to apply to savage countries Friend spoke yesterday of the promise_ 
the same rules which we apply to civilised| we made to Europe and had not kept. 
portions of the United Kingdom. Cases'| What happened at the Berlin Congress ? 
have aiready come to my knowledge of The British Government proposed a 
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uniform duty of 10s. per gallon on|that might have ensued. In order to 
spirits all round. It was voted down|prevent further mischief an expedition 
by France and Germany, and the figure | was sent out under Sir Charles Warren, 
fixed upon was 6s. 6d. a gallon. There | and the country was taken possession of 
is no doubt that in our endeavours to|in the name of Great Britain. The 
limit the evils consequent on this trade | expedition cost a million and a half, [I 
we are very much hampered. It must/should say it was not in any way to be 
not be supposed that the question is| debited to Bechuanaland proper ; it was 
confined to the amount of trade in) part of the general outlay of this Govern- 
strong drink. What unfortunately mentinSouth Africa. Aftertheexpedition 
happens is this—that if the liquor is|a positive offer was made to the Cape to 
prohibited in the British protectorate | take up the annexation ; but the matter 
the natives get it in a neighbouring| was not carried through, because the 
protectorate. They will go almost any|Cape Government was not prepared at 
distance to get the coveted luxury, and | that time to accede to the terms and 
where they get the liquor they | conditions we proposed to make for the 
make their other purchases, so that! protection of the natives. The matter 
our traders not only lose the liquor has been more or less- under negotiation 
traffic but cotton goods as_ well.| ever since. Without entering into detail, 
That is not a reason for doing nothing, |it appears to me we were practically 
but it is a reason for proceeding with | committed when the Cape, by the unani- 
some caution, and before I can say|mous_ resolution of its Parliament, 
anything more positive with regard to | expressed a desire for complete annexa- 
my intentions I must have time and/tion. Since I read the papers the Bill 
opportunity, which I intend to take} has been received. Practically, the con- 
immediately, to communicate with the} ditions which I think it my duty to 
governors, and see whether any sugges-| enforce for the protection of the natives 
tions I may be able to make will enable | have been conceded entirely by the Cape 
them to deal with the matter. In the | Government. Let me, however, say 
meantime I can assure my right hon. | that, although my argument has hitherto 
Friend that every effort will be made | gone to this extent, that practically the 
to reduce the trade to a considerable | policy of annexation was imperative upon 
extent. Another point brought before us, it has not gone upon the merits. 
the Committee is the proposed annexation | Yet on the merits there is a good deal 
of Bechuanaland to the Cape. This is! to be said. One of the objections of the 
one of those cases, of which there are a hon. Member for Holderness is handing 
great number in the Colonial Office, in| over vast territories of this kind before 
which any person occupying my position | they have been developed. I am sorry 
has not really a free hand to deal with | to say, unless the policy of this country 
them ; he is trammelled by the action of is, as I hope it will be, considerably 
his predecessors for many years past.) changed, they never will be developed 
He finds that pledges have been given,| under British rule, because, by our 
promises or quasi-promises have been | practice of leaving these possessions 
made, by which his hands are practically | absolutely to themselves at a time when 
tied. What is the history of Bechuana-|they possess no attraction for colonists, 
land? It was coveted by the Boers of | they never will be developed until, at 
the Transvaal. When I was a Member |all events, proper communications are 
of Mr. Gladstone’s Government the|made. My hon. Friend said he was 
Boers were credited with the desire to| opposed to the grant of self-government 
set up a number of petty republics,/to Western Australia. I admit there 
which, no doubt, in a short time would | was a great deal to be said at the time 
have drifted to the larger republic, and | the proposal was made against conceding 
so Bechuanaland would practically have/full representative government to an 
become part of the Transvaal. That| enormous territory only inhabited then 
was thought to be undesirable, and it| by 40,000 whites. But the result has 
would have been in direct violation of | justified the promoters of that policy. 
conventions with the Boers. Although|The population has doubled, and the 
the Transvaa! would not ¢0 nomine enter | prosperity of the country has enormously 
upon that course, yet it was a result|increased. Its development is practically 
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extending, and I confess, if we depend 
on that illustration as an example, it 
shows if we are not willing to develop 
countries ourselves we should hand them 
over to those who will develop them. 
My hon. Friend says the colony under 
discussion is a great distance from the 
seat of Government. But it is a still 
greater distance from the seat of the 
Government here, and it is more under 
the control of the Cape than it could be 
under the control of the British Govern- 
ment. Lastly, my hon. Friend says it 
will make federation more difficult. 

Captain BETHELL: I was speak- 
ing of policy in a particular case. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: I would 
wish to remove any misapprehension. 
I think annexation will tend in the 
other direction. I am a strong advocate 
of federation in regard to these colonies. 
For one reason, if for no other, it makes 
it easier to deal with them. It is 
sometimes almost impossible to deal 
with them. It is sometimes almost 
impossible to carry on negotiations with 
independent colonies, whereas it would 
be a matter of the greatest simplicity if 
we had to deal with one federal Govern- 
ment. But the difficulties of that are 
increased in proportion to the number of 
units that have to be federated. The 
history of the federal system in America 
and elsewhere shows that jealousies and 
sectional interests increases as the num- 
ber of separate States to be dealt with 
increases. So that if we could lessen 
the number of States to be federated in 
South Africa, one result would be to 
make negotiations with them easier. I 
hope I have fully answered the ques- 
tions addressed to me on those two 
rather important points—raising as they 
do questions of principle—and I will 
leave matters of detail for a future 
occasion. 

ApmirAL FIELD said, that he de- 
sired to put a question with regard to 
the subsidy of £6,000 a year that the 
Cape Colony paid to a great French 
steam line for the conveyance of their 
mails. That great French line competed 
with our own shipping, and it was 
further subsidised by the French Gov- 
ernment. 
strong objection to our sanctioning such 
a policy. He did not ask the right hon. 
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night, but he hoped that he would con- 
sent to inquire into the subject, because 
the principle involved was one of great 
importance. The French Government 
granted asubsidy to the London, Chatham 
and Dover Railway Company, for the 
conveyance of the French mails across 
the Channel, but at the same time they 
made it a condition that the Company’s 
boats should fly the French flag, and be 
navigated by a French crew. In the 
case of the French Company to which he 
had referred, he thought that as they 
received a subsidy from our Colony, we 
should insist that the French Company’s 
ships should fly the English flag and be 
navigated by an English crew. It was 
well known that the great steamers of 
that Company, in case of war, would be 
turned into armed cruisers, and there- 
fore we ought not to allow the line to 
receive a subsidy from our Colonies. If 
the contract in question were put an end 
to, the mails would be carried some other 
way. 

Dr. CLARK wished to know what 
was to become of the northern half of 
Bechuanaland, and whether it was going 
to be transferred to the Chartered Com- 
pany. Hetrusted that was notthe policy 
of the Government. Whatever was done 
in Southern Bechuanaland should apply 
to the whole country. He thoroughly ap- 
proved of the policy of his hon. and gallant 
Friend and of his hon. Friend who re- 
presented one of the Divisions of Liver- 
pool. He had been to Bechuanaland 
before it was a British Colony, and after- 
wards, and he found that since it had 
become a British Colony the small en- 
dowments given for education by the 
miserable little Republic of Stellaland 
had been applied to other purposes, and 
that no provision was made for educa- 
tion. He had watched this Vote care- 
fully, and he found that this country had 
been spending £120,000 or £140,000 in 
Bechuanaland, £80,000 of which was 
spent on an armed force. That force 
was under the control of Colonel Car- 
rington, who used to amuse himself by 
shooting, and use the policemen instead 
of dogs for hunting. The members of 
the local force received six shillings a 


He desired to express his|day, and he remembered suggesting some 


years ago the desirability of using the 
country as a sanatorium for the Army. 


Gentleman to answer his question that | It was one of the most healthy climates 
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in the world, and Tommy Atkins could| constantly used by the Radical Press, 


be used in the place of the present force. | although it had absolutely no foundation 


During the whole time we had held the 
southern portion of Bechuanaland we 
had done nothing at all to develop it, 
and he thought it would be the best 
policy to hand it over to the Cape; but 
whatever arrangement was made with 
reference to the southern portion should 
apply to the northern also. Otherwise, 
what was to be done to Khama’s people, 


|reason to dread and detest. 


and the people of the other northern | 


chiefs? Was a special force be kept up 
for them. Some men would be required 
to maintain order in the northern terri- 
tory, and that could only be done at the 


in fact. With regard to the Swazis, the 
late Government, in surrendering them 
had handed over a native race who 
were our allies, and whom we 
were directly pledged to support. 
The late Government handed them over 
to the control of a people whom they had 
In their 
attempts to justify this action the late 
Government always asserted that no 


‘guarantee of independence had been 


always 


costofthe Imperial Government. Wewere | 


going to spend 23 millionson that, and then 
thehandit over toCape Colony for nothing. 
The policy of Downing Street, he agreed, 
had not been dictated by wisdom in the 
past. He was glad to find a Colonial 
Secretary at last who agreed with them 
on that point, and they should look 
forward to the future with interest. 


He did not see who would take control 
of the northern part, unless Mr. Moffat 
took charge of it. 


Sm. E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT. 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) said, he had been 
challenged by the hon. Gentleman the 


given by the British Government to the 
Swazi people. The hon. Member opposite 
based his defence upon that 
statement, but about last May there was 


published a Blue Book which contained 


a complete refutation of the statement. 


‘It was then found that the British 
|Government had given the most direct 


and distinct guarantee to this unfortu- 
natepeople. He had heard the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies say that the 
present Government were previuded from 
doing anything to reverse the acts of the 
late Government with reference to the 


\Swazi people by the principle of con- 


late Under Secretary of State for the’ 


Colonies, who stated that his geography 
and history had been wrong in regard 
to the late Government’s dealings with 
South Africa. If the hon. Gentleman 
would point out one single instance in 
which he could substantiate that allega- 
tion he should be very much surprised. 
He challenged him to justify his reckless 
statements. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said, he 


could not offhand make an actual state- 


ment, but with regard to the question | 


of Swaziland the hon. Member had made 
statements as to our action which were 
totally at variance with the facts of the case 
which he had had to point out over and 
over again to the House. He apologised, 
however, to the hon. Member, and 
explained that his desire had been rather 
to anticipate and discount what the 
hon. Member might say, as he saw that 
he was about to start from his seat. 

Sr. E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said, after that statement he would add 


the hon. Gentleman had used had been 
Dr. Clark. 


tinuity of policy. That principle was 
doubtless a very important one, and the 
phrase “continuity of policy” was very 
fine and taking. Like the “ concert of 
Europe” it was a sort of phrase that 
pleased the public mind. But there was 
such a thing as the continuity of a bad 
policy. If one saw a man driving 
straight towards a precipice, and one had 
the opportunity of taking the reins out 
of his hand, one would not hesitate to do 
so, and to turn the horse to the right or 
left. One would not be ruled by the 
idea that the man must be allowed to 
preserve the continuity of his direction. 
The present Government had not hesi- 
tated to reverse the policy of their 
predecessors in a very important matter, 
namely, with regard to Chitral. As he 
had already said, the late Government 
always asserted that there had been no 
positive guarantee to the Swazi people, 
but the Blue Book showed that they had 
been wholly misinformed. The state- 
ment of Sir E. Wood, published in the 
Blue Book, proved, beyond the shadow 
of a doubt, that a guarantee was given. 


|After the proposal to surrender the 
nothing, except that the language which | 


territory to the Transvaal Republic had 


| been made, Sir E. Wood was sent to 
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Swaziland by the Government to appease 
the people, who were anxious and pro- 
tested against the surrender. He de- 
scribed himself as the authorised repre- 
sentative of the Government, and read 
to them the 24th Article of the Conven- 
tion, which said that the independence 
of the natives would be preserved. 
Sir E. Wood having explained the suze- 
rainty of the Queen over the Transvaal, 
pointed out distinctly to the Swazis that 
the independence of their country was 
“guaranteed ” by the Convention made. 
Here, then, they had the word “ guar- 
antee” used, yet the hon. Gentleman 
the late Under Secretary for the Colonies 
over and over again denied in the House 
that the word “guarantee” was ever 
used by the British Government with 
regard to the independence of Swazi- 
land. He asked the hon. Gentleman to 
now explain that denial. The Govern- 
ment of Mr. Gladstone in 1881 sent its 
representative to Swaziland, and he dis- 
tinctly stated to the people that the 
independence of their country was 
“guaranteed,” and this was repeated to 
them by Sir F. de Winton in 1890. The 
hon. Member for Louth had charged him 
with making speeches in Committee to 
embarrass the present Government, but 
at the time that charge was uttered he 
had not made a single speech in Com- 
mittee, and he had made no speech at all 
with such an object. In view of such 
charges, it was necessary that he should 
state that he had no desire whatever to 
embarrass the present Government. But 
he challenged the late Under Secretary 
for the Colonies to explain how it was 
that he concealed from the House the 
fact that this guarantee had been given 
to the Swazis. He admitted the dificulty 
that was in the path of the present 
Government if they desired to reverse 
the policy pursued by the late Govern- 
ment, who abandoned in the Swazis 
an ancient ally, men who had fought side 
by side with our own soldiers, and who 
had come to our assistance in times of 
difficulty. A more pitiful, contemptible, 
and unworthy betrayal was never made 
than that made towards the Swazis by 
the late Government. He wished to 
refer to another matter also connected 
with South Africa—the maltreatment of 
the native races of the Transvaal. 
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matter had now assumed an aspect which 
could no longer be neglected. Informa- 
tion on good authority had been lately 
sent home which demanded the attention 
of Her Majesty’s Government. When- 
ever cases of the maltreatment of the 
natives was brought before the late 
Government they were always met with 
the same answer—that it was a question 
of the internal administration of the 
Transvaal, and that we had no right 
to interfere. Under the Convention of 
1881, and the terms made by Sir Hercules 
Robinson, we were under the most dis- 
tinct and honourable treaty obligations 
to the native races of the Transvaal. We 
promised them that their existing laws 
and rights should be maintained. Sir 
Hercules Robinson, representing Her 
Majesty, gave in 1881 the most distinct 
assurances that those rights and liberties 
of the natives should be upheld. The 
Conventions both of 1881 and 1884 
recognised those conditions, but the late 
Government shirked their obligations in 
the matter. The native races in the 
Transvaal had been attacked without 
excuse, and large bodies of them had been 
deported from their homes under circum- 
stances of the greatest cruelty and atrocity 
and had been practically enslaved. 
He was glad to know that the Secretary 
for the Colonies had promised an inquiry 
into this case. He was glad to notice 
that the right hon. Gentleman showed a 
disposition towards the native races of 
the Transvaal in South Africa, very 
different from that shown by the late 
Government, and he trusted the present 
Government would avail themselves of 
their present tenure of office to see that 
some justice was done to those unfortu- 
nate people who had been denied the 
elementary rights of humanity. 

Mr. LOUGH moved to Report Pro- 
gress, in order to elicit a statement from 
the Leader of the House as to the re- 
maining business for this sitting, and 
also as to whether it was intended to 
take a Saturday sitting or not. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manches- 
ter, E.) trusted the Committee would 
dispose of the Colonial Vote, which he 
understood was non-controversial. He 
should be very reluctant to ask the 


That | House to undergo the great additional 
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labour of a Saturday sitting, and if they [inform the Committee on which of the 


made any reasonable progress to-morrow, 
he hoped that would not be necessary. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, | 
| 


Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN, 
replying to a question by the hon. Mem- | 
ber for Caithness, with regard to the 
condition of things in Zululand, said he 
should carefully consider the matter. As 
was probably well known, the late Gov- 
ernment were quite willing to agree to 
an arrangement, but there were difficul- 
ties and opposition raised in South Africa 
itself, though he had some hope that the 
opposition might soon be brought to 
cease. With regard to the subsidy paid 
to the Messageries Maritime, in the 
matter of the Mauritius mails, he 
should make it his business to look 
into the circumstances. The only 
other question was one which was 
put to him by an _ hon. :Member 
opposite, and which did not really arise 
at the present time—namely, what he 
was going to do in the case of the Pro- 
tectorate. He was going to do nothing. 
That was to say, the Protectorate for the 
present would remain in exactly the 
same position as it had been in hitherto. 
The annexation of a Crown Colony to 
the Cape did not necessarily carry with 
it any immediate dealing with the Pro- 
tectorate, and for the present he must 
absolutely decline to interfere with the 
existing arrangement. 

Dr. TANNER observed, that in con- 
nection with the imposition of the spirit 
duties in those territories, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham had mentioned the names of 
France andGermany. He would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman, was his allusion 
meant to imply that responsibility in 
this matter rested with France or Ger- 
many? Was it France or Germany? 





In a spirit of gravity he would ask the | 
right hon. Gentleman distinctly to state 
which of the two Powers he meant. | 

Let him saddle the right horse. It was | 
not France, but it was Germany. He| 
asked the right. hon. Gentleman to give 
them some explanation of his language. 
Why should an imputation be cast upon 
a friendly Power like France was? The 
right hon. Gentleman’s words were 
capable of a double interpretation, and, 
therefore, he asked him to definitely 


First Lord of the Treasury. 





|two great European Powers he saddled 


the terrific statement he had made in 


his speech ? 
Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £8,481, to complete the sum 
for Privy Council Office, agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported this day ; 
Committee to sit again this day. 


SUPPLY [20TH AUGUST]. 
Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Crass I. 


On the Report of the Vote for the 
Survey of the United Kingdom, 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY said, it 
was understood the Report of that Vote 
should not be taken to-night. He begged 
to move the Adjournment of the 
Debate. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: If the hon. Gentleman will 
carry his mind back to what occurred 
the other night, he will remember that I 
was disposed to make an arrangement as 
to time, the terms being, if certain other 
Votes were given that night, I would 
take the Report of this Vote at half-past 
eleven. That was suggested by hon. 
Members opposite, and we came to no 
arrangement at all. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY said, he 
did not charge the right hon. Gentleman 
with any breach of arrangement. He 
was quite aware that no formal arrange- 
ment was come to, but his objection to 
the Report being taken was not based 
on that ground. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would remember there were & 
number of topics which hon. Members 
on that side of the House desired to 
raise, and which were postponed as there 
was some idea that the Report of the 
Vote would be taken at an early hour. 
The understanding was that, if the 
Colonial Vote and the Privy Council 
Vote were allowed to be taken, no other - 
business would be pressed. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, that the hon. Gentleman 
was not in the House when the incident 
occurred. The understanding was that 
the Colonial Voteand thenext,a non-con- 
tentious Vote, should be disposed of for 
the purpose of bringing on the Report 
of Supply as soon as possible. The 
House, he was sure, would wish to dis- 
pose of that before adjourning. 

Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
seconded the motion for the adjournment 
of the Debate. 

Mr. LOUGH said, that the under- 
standing was that the Report of Supply 
would not be taken, as there were several 
points to be raised. 

*Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said, that 
the Secretary to the Treasury gave as 
distinct a pledge as possible that the 
Report of the Vote for Public Works 
and Buildings should be brought on at 
an early hour. Of course the Irish 
Members were quite competent to discuss 
the Report at one o’clock in the morning, 
as they had been through the mill before ; 
but an understanding ought to be an 
understanding, however great a majority 
the Government might possess. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, that it would be admitted 
by gentlemen who had followed the 
Debate that there was no promise given, 
and therefore there could be no question 
of a breach of faith. But he would 
make a suggestion. If the Government 
agreed to postpone Report of Supply, 
would hon. Members opposite on their 
part agree to take to-morrow (Friday), 
after 12 o’clock, the whole of Report for 
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday’s 
Supply ? 

Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman promise to bring it on at 
11 o'clock ? 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The hon. Member must not 
press me too much. 

Dr. CLARK referred to the Ordnance 
Survey and Public Works Votes as items 
which ought to be postponed. The others 
might well pass that evening. 

Dr. TANNER suggested 11 o'clock 
as the time to be fixed for the considera- 
tion of the Report. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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{22 Aueusr 1895} 





[20th August}. 654 


On the Report of the Vote for Har- 
bours, Lighthouses, &., under the 
Board of Trade, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE moved the 
adjournment of the Debate, in order to 
consider several points in connection 
with certain harbours of refuge for 
fishing vessels on the coast of Wales. 

THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr.C. T. Rircure, Croydon) 
said that, since the previous discussion, 
sufficient time had not elapsed to permit 
him to consider the question. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he understood from the hon. 
Member for Caithness that there were 
only two Votes which required further 
discussion—the Ordnance Survey and 
Public Works (Ireland). He was ready 
to defer these two Votes until 12 o’clock 
to-morrow night. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY hoped that an 
earlier time would be given. One Vote 
referred to was of considerable import- 
ance, for it referred to the reconstruc- 
tion of the Board of Works in Ireland. 

Mr. TULLY' suggested 11 o'clock. 
There were several points he wanted to 
raise on the Vote, but having no un- 
friendly spirit he deferred them to the 
Report stage. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said,- he had no wish to enter 
into a compact with any section of the 
House, and he recognised what had just 
been said, that there was no unfriendly 
spirit. He thought 12 o’clock a reason- 
able suggestion, but he would give 
another half hour and say 11.30. He 
hoped that the non-contentious Votes 
would now be allowed to pass. The 
Harbour Vote would be taken after 
11.30. 


Resolution postponed. 


On the Report of the Vote for the 
construction of a new Harbour of 
Refuge at Peterhead, 


Dr. CLARK said, he had a question 
to ask on this matter, but he would 
postpone it till question time. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Report of the Votes for the Rating of 
Government Property, the Foreign Office 
and Irish Light Railways agreed to. 
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Report of the Vote for the Erection 
and Maintenance of Public Buildings in 
Ireland postponed. 


Further consideration of Postponed 
Resolutions deferred till this day 
(Friday). 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
*Mr. HANBURY, moved— 


“To nominate the Select Committee on 
Public Accounts : 

“That the Committee do consist of Fifteen 
Members : 


“That Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir John Colomb, Mr. 
Gilliat, Mr. Hanbury, Mr. Grant Lawson, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis, Mr. Luttrell, Sir Stafford 
Northcote, Mr. Arthur O’Connor, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Thornton, Mr. Webb, and Mr. 
Woodail be Members of the Committee. 

‘* That the Committee have power to send for 
persons, papers and records : 

“That Five be the quorum : 

“That the Minutes of Evidence taken before 
the Committee on Public Accounts, together 
with Reports, in the last Session be referred to 
the Committee on Public Accounts.”’ 


Dr. CLARK wished to know why 
the right hon. Gentleman desired to 
press this motion. Was it absolutely 
necessary that the Committee should be 
appointed? They were setting a prece- 
dent, and after this all Committees would 
be composed of nine Members represent- 
ing the Government and six representing 
the Opposition. Those on his side of the 
House could not agree to that new 
departure. This Committee was a very 
important Committee, and some Mem- 
bers were not satisfied with its composi- 
tion. They thought it was not so strong 
as it ought to be, and that more Mem- 
bers with a better knowledge of the 
matter should be put on it. In the 
circumstances he moved the Adjourn- 
ment of the Debate. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he had un- 
doubtedly been advised that it was not 
absolutely necessary that the Committee 
should be set up, but there were in the 
Public Accounts Committee one or two 
Members who carried great weight, 
especially the Member for Donegal, and 
on the representations of that hon Mem- 
ber he had come to the conclusion that 
it was better to set up the Committee. 
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It was not, however, absolutely neces- 
sary that it should be set up. 
There was no absolute necessity that the 
Committee should be set up, if it would 
be any satisfaction to the hon. Member 
for Donegal and one or two others that 
it should be dropped. Personally he did 
not really care whether it was set up or 
not. 

Dr. CLARK said, he would withdraw 
his opposition if what was done now 
was not to be taken as a precedent. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he under. 


| stood from the right hon. Gentleman that 


it was purely a pro formd matter. The 
hon. Member for Caithness had raised 
an important point; but it might be 
waived for the present if it were to be 
understood that they were not foreclos- 
ing the question as to the proportion 
between Members of the Government 
and Members of the Opposition on the 
Committee 


Question proposed, “That the Debate 
be now adjourned.” ; 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Gibson Bowies, 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir John Colomb, 
Mr. Gilliat, Mr. Hanbury, Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Lut- 
trell, Sir Stafford Northcote, Mr. Arthur 
O’Connor, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Thorn- 
ton, Mr. Webb, and Mr. Woodall 
nominated Members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum. 


Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on Public 
Accounts, together with Reports, in the 
last Session, be referred to the Committee 
of Public Accounts.—( Mr. Hanbury.) 


Whereupon, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance 
of the Order of the House of the 19th 
August, adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned at half 
after One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 23rd August 1895. 


The House met-at Three of the clock. 


ENDOWED CHARITIES (HERTFORD). 
Copy ordered, 


“Of Digest of the Endowed Charities in the 
county of Hertford, the particulars of which 
are recorded in the books of the Charity Com- 
missioners for England and Wales, but are not 
recorded in the General Digest of Endowed 
Charities for that county, 1862-3 (in continu- 
ation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 433 (7), of 
Session 1868).”,-—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


ENDOWED CHARITIES (LANCASTER). 
Copy ordered, 


“Of Digest of the Endowed Charities in the 
county of Lancaster, the particulars of which 
are recorded in the books of the Charity Com- 
missioners for England and Wales, but are not 
recorded in the General Digest of Endowed 
Charities for that county, 1865-8 (in continu- 
ation of Parliamentary Paper No. 91 (2), of 
Session 1869).”,—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


ENDOWED CHARITIES (WESTMORE- 
LAND). 


Copy ordered, 


“Of Digest of the Endowed Charities in the 
county of Westmoreland, the particulars of 
which are recorded in the books of the Charity 
Commissioners for England and Wales, but are 
not recorded in the General Digest of Endowed 
Charities for that county, 1864-5 (in continu- 
ation of Parliamentary Paper No. 433 (21), of 
Session 1868).”—/Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


COAL, CINDERS, &c. 
Accounts ordered, 


“Of the quantities of Coals, Cinders, and 
Patent Fuel shipped at the several ports of 
England, Scotland, and Ireland coastways, to 
other Ports of the United Kingdom, in the year 
1894: ” 


“Of the quantities and declared value of 
Coals, Cinders, and Patent Fuel exported from 
the several ports of England, Scotland and 
Ireland to Foreign Countries and the British 
Settlements Abroad in the year 1894, distinguish- 
ing the Countries to which the same were 
sent :” 
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“Of the quantities of Coals, Cinders, and 
Patent Fuel exported from the United Kingdom 
in the year 1894 :” 


“Of the quantities of Coals and Patent Fuel 
brought coastways into the Port of London 
during the year 1894: ”’ 


‘* And, of the quantities of Coals and Patent 
Fuel received coastways at the various Ports of 
the United Kingdom.”—/(Mr. Alfred Thomas.) 


ATTORNEY GENERAL AND SOLICITOR 
GENERAL (SALARIES, &c.) 


Copy ordered, 


“ Of Treasury Minute, dated 5th of July 1895, 
regulating the Salaries and other Emoluments 
of the Attorney General and Solicitor General 
for England.”—/(Mr, Hanbury.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
431.] 


LONDON WATER COMPANIES’ SUPPLY. 
Returned ordered, 


‘Showing the average amount of water sup- 
plied daily by each of the London Water 
Companies, from various sources, in each month 
during the past two years, specifying the amount 
from each source separately.”—(Ur. James 
Stewart.) 


NEW WRIT. 


For the County of Kerry (South Kerry 
Division),—in the room of Denis Kil- 
bride, Esquire, who, having been returned 
for the said County of Kerry (South 
Kerry Division), and for the County of 
Galway (North Galway Division), hath 
elected to sit for the County of Galway 
Division.—( Captain Donelan.) 


LARNE AND STRANRAER MAIL 
SERVICE 

Return ordered, 

“ Showing (1) the hour at which the Mails to 
Ireland were due, and (2) the hour at which 
they arrived during each day in the three 
months ended 31st day of July, in form set 
out.— (Mr. Knox.) 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT ROOMS 
(HOUSE OF COMMONS). 
Ordered, that Mr. Fenwick be dis- 
charged from the Select Committee on 
Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms (House 
of Commons). 


Ordered, that Mr. Alfred Thomas be 
added to the Committee.—(Mr. Thomas 
Ellis.) 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL AND SOLICITOR 
GENERAL (SALARIES, &c.). 

THe SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) 
moved for a copy of the Treasury Minute, 
dated 5th .of July 1895, regulating the 
salaries and other emoluments of the 
Attorney’ General and the Solicitor 
General for England. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said, 
that he yesterday asked the Secretary 
a question affecting the Irish offices of 
the same kind, and also the Scotch offices, 
but the right hon. Gentleman was unable 
then to give him an answer. He thought 
~sit would be fairer to the Government 

- and to the House if notice were given of 
- the Motion for this Return. 

Mr. HANBURY said, he had no 
objection to postpone the Return till 
Monday. There was a Return in 
another form which would be laid on 
the Table of the House almost immedi- 
ately, so that there was no immediate 
necessity for getting this Return 
separately. 

Mr. HEALY : What about the Irish 
and Scotch offices? 

Mr. HANBURY: I will see what 
can be done with regard to them. 

Mr. HEALY thereupon withdrew his 
opposition. 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 431.] 


QUESTIONS. 


IRISH FISHERIES, 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
provisions of the 33rd Section of the 
Act 5 and 6 Vic., c. 106 (which pro- 
vides that the expenses of applications 
for change of season for fishing in Tre- 
land, and all proceedings consequent 
thereon, shall be defrayed by the person 
or persons who shall have signed such 
applications), have been complied with 
by the Inspectors of Irish Fisheries ; 
and, if not, will he say why this law has 
not been observed ; and, will he direct 
that in future the Inspectors of Irish 
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Fisheries shall not entertain any such 
applications until all the expenses con- 
sequent thereon shall have been defrayed 
by the persons making them ? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Gerratp Batrour, 
Leeds, Central) : I am informed that the 
expenses referred to have not been de- 
frayed by the applicants, because the 
Inspectors were of opinion that if such 
a course had been insisted upon the 
poorer classes of fishermen would have 
been precluded from making applications, 
but I will inquire further into the 
matter. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, is he aware 
that, by order of Dr. Stewart, Sanitary 
Inspector, a fisherman named James 
M‘Namee, of O’Meath, County Louth, 
had his fish taken from his cart in Porta- 
down on Monday, 12th August, and 
destroyed, on the ground that they were 
unfit for human food, without an oppor- 
tunity being afforded him of procuring 
independent testimony as to.-the sound- 
ness of the fish, which he alleged to be 
quite good ; is it the case throughout 
the Kingdom that fish sold on Mondays 
must necessarily have been caught not 
later than the previous Friday night or 
Saturday morning; and, as Dr. Stewart 
has previously condemned the fish of 
O’Meath dealers on Mondays in Porta- 
down, will the Government see that 
some precaution is taken by the police 
to secure this class of men from un- 
necessary interference with their calling ! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that a prosecution at the suit 
of the Sanitary Authority is pending 
against M‘Namee in this matter, and 
under the circumstances it is inexpedient, 
to discuss the case at the present stage. 


“ Ringarooma.” 


H.M.S, “RINGAROOMA.” 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, with regard to the case 
of Surgeon Lea, of H.M.S. Ringarooma, 
who, doubting the mental fitness of 
Captain Johnson for the command of 
the ship, had him put on the sick list, 
whereupon the Captain put the doctor 
under arrest, from which he was released 
almost at once by the Senior Naval 
Officer of the Port; what was the 
finding of the Court Martial convened 
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by Admiral Bridge to try Surgeon Lea ; | 
whether he is aware that the Court 
ruled that they had not anything to do 
with the question of the Captain’s health, 
and refused to hear evidence on the 
point of his mental fitness, and also 
refused Surgeon Lea’s offer to produce 
medical evidence; whether telegrams 
and reports have been received at the 
Admiralty from Sydney, where the Court 
Martial was held, and what decision has 
been come to on the question; what 
length of service has Surgeon Lea had ; 
and whether it is a fact that his record 
is an untarnished one? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. T. Goscuen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) : This ques- 
tion has been framed by the hon. Mem- 
ber in terms which are calculated to 
convey an altogether false impression of 
the facts, which are briefly as follows :— 
On the occasion in question the Captain 
of the Ringarooma was engaged in- 
exercising the crew at general quarters, 
and in the course of his inspection of the 
arrangements for battle, had occasion to 
find some fault with the Surgeon as to 
the arrangements for the wounded, after 
which Surgeon Lea followed the Cap- 
tain on deck, accompanied by a member 
of the sick berth staff, and endeavoured 
to remove him from the command of the 
Ringarooma, on the ground that he 
(Surgeon Lea) had placed him on the 
sick list, and that his case required 
observation. For this gross act of in- 
subordination and contempt, Surgeon 
Lea was placed by Captain Johnson 
under arrest, and was subsequently tried 
by Court Martial, found guilty, and 
dismissed from Her Majesty’s Service. 
His release from arrest by the Senior 
Officer was no doubt governed by the 
requirements of the medical service at 
the time, and was, in accordance with 
the Queen’s Regulations, without pre- 
judice to his trial by Court Martial. 
He was released from arrest in order 
that he might be changed into another 
ship for the time, otherwise the Ringa- 
rooma would have been without a 
medical officer. I should add that the 
ship was in harbour, and that other men- 
of-war were there also, and a Senior 
Officer, to whom, if there had been any 
real ground for believing the Captain 
incapable, Surgeon Lea might have gone 
to make the proper representation. The 
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proseetingn of the Court Martial have 
n carefully reviewed by the Judge 
Advocate of the Fleet, who has advised 
the Board of Admiralty that the ruling 
of the Court as to the reception of 
evidence was correct. No telegram or 
reports have been addressed, so far as I 
am aware, to the Admiralty from Sydney, 
except a petition from Dr. Lea himself ; 
nor could any such communications 
affect a question of naval discipline or 
the finding of the Court Martial. 
Surgeon Lea had 12 years’ service, and 
his record up to his late offence was un- 
tarnished. This, however, cannot affect 
the sentence of the Court Martial, which 
the Admiralty confirm. 


MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department—(1) if his attention 
has been drawn to the case of John 
Kelsall, who was convicted at the Man- 
chester Assizes, held in May, 1892, for 
the manslaughter of his wife by throwing 
a lighted paraffin lamp at her, the case 
against Kelsall resting almost entirely 
upon the evidence of the only eye- 
witness, his sister-in-law, Elizabeth 
Curran ; (2) whether he is aware that 
Curran (as reported in The Times of 
6th March), was subsequently convicted 
on her own confession with having com- 
mitted perjury at Kelsall’s trial, was 
sentenced thereupon to seven years’ 
penal servitude, and Kelsall released 
from prison ; and (3) if he can make any 
compensation, or compassionate allow- 
ance to John Kelsall ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
M. W. Riptery, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The facts of this case are as stated in 
the first two paragraphs of the Question, 
and have received my careful attention. 
After full consideration of all the cireum- 
stances, I am of opinion that I should 
not be justified in departing from the 
decision of my predecessor not to advise 
the grant of any compensation or com- 
passionate allowance to John Kelsall. 


CONGO STATE. . 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs, whether Duffileh is included in 
the territory still leased to the King of 
the Belgians as the head of the Congo 
State, and left to His Majesty by the 
Franco-Congo Treaty; and, whether a 
British post has been established there 
by a recent expedition ? 

*Toe UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. GzorcE Curzon, Lancashire, South- 
port): Questions connected with the 
lease granted to the Sovereign of the 
Congo State cannot be discussed with 
advantage while the question of the 
transfer of the Congo State to Belgium 
is still unsettled. We have heard that 
Major Cuningham visited Duffileh and | 
made a treaty with the Chief, to whom 
he gave the British flag, but did not 
establish a post. 

*Sir C. DILKE: Surely the question | 


whether Duffileh is included in the | 
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PARCEL POST. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the representative of the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
there is no parcel post between this 
country and the United States of 
America: .and, whether, in view of the 
enormous trade and passenger traffic 
between the two countries, he will make 
an effort to bring about this reform ? 

Tue SECRETARY To tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
The Postmaster General is fully alive to 
the absence of a parcel post between this 
country and the United States, and 
intends to prosecute the efforts of his 
predecessors towards the establishment 
of such a post. 


TRISH LAND PURCHASE. 
Mr. W. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 





territory is a question of fact and not a| mara): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
question of policy. to the Lord Lieutenant ci Ireland 

*Mr. CURZON: Duffileh is, as the| whether an application has been made 
right hon. Baronet says, in that portion | to the Irish Land Commission by Mrs, 
of the valley of the Nile which was leased | Caroline Blake, of Renoyle, Connemara, 
under Lord Rosebery’s agreement to! and by her son Robert Blake, for money 
the King of the Belgians ; but, as I have | to purchase the grass land of the Renoyle 
said, questions connected with this | estate, leased to them by Mr. Henry E. 





matter cannot properly be discussed| V. Blake, Mrs. Blake’s son, who is heir 
to the property and nominal owner, the 
said estate being heavily mortgaged ; 
and whether, taking into account the 
fact that the lease is granted to relatives, 
and the fact that the grass land pro- 
posed to be purchased is the only good 
land available for the tenants upon other 
parts of this estate, in the event of the 
Congested Districts Board considering 
their condition, he would advise the 
Land Commission under such circum- 
stances not to advance the necessary 
purchase money ? 

Mr. R. M. DANE (Fermanagh, N.): 
Befere the right hon. Gentleman answers, 
I would like to ask whether the tenants 
referred to in the 2nd paragraph of the 
question, or any of them, are persons in 
respect of whom it was proved before the 
Judges of the Parnell Commission that 
they had been guilty of the cruel destruc- 
tion and mutilation of cattle and sheep 
upon the lands in question ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
supplemental question is not altogether 
relevant. In answer to the question on 
the Paper, I have to say applications 
were made in December 1894, by the 


while negotiations are pending. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will 
cause the Local Government Board for 
Ireland to wind up the scheme for the 
erection of labourers’ cottages in Carrick- 
macross Union, which was commenced 
in 1883; is he aware that the solicitor 
who had the carrying through of the 
scheme, and who resides in Dundalk, 
cannot be got to furnish his account to 
the Guardians: and, what steps he 
proposes to take in the matter ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
fourteen cottages included in the scheme 
in question were reported by the Local 
Government Board Inspector to have 
been built in March, 1894. It appears 
that the bill of costs has been furnished, 
but has not yet been fully taxed. The 
clerk of the union states that the solicitor 
appearing for the Guardians before the 
taxing master, informed him recently 
that he feared taxation could not be 
finished before October. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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parties named in the question, for ad- 
vances to enable them to purchase their 
holdings on this estate, which is for sale 
in the Land Judges Court, but as they | 
were unable to comply with the require- 
ments of the Land Commission Court 
the applications now stand “ withdrawn,” 
and there are, therefore, no purchase 
proceedings now pending in the matter. 


RELIGIOUS PARTIES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. P. C. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I) 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that on Friday last an Orange 
drumming party was allowed by the) 
police to parade the Catholic quarters in | 
Stewartstown, county Tyrone, followed 
by a crowd armed with sticks; and, 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : I am 
afraid I must ask for notice of the 
supplementary question. 

Mr. CLANUY (Dublin Co., N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (1) whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
proceedings at the trial at Howth Petty 
Sessions, county Dublin, on Monday 
last, of three persons charged with 
offences arising out of attempted street 
preaching by certain Protestant mission- 
aries, when the presiding magistrate was 
a Protestant clergyman, the Rev. Mr. 
Mahaffy, while the accused were Catho- 
lics; (2) whether he will inform the 
House how often, previous to the hearing 
of this case, the Rev. Mr. Mahaffy has 
attended Petty Sessions since his appoint- 


that, having exploded fireworks in the | ment to the magistracy ; and (3) whether 
square, they proceeded to smash the| the Lord Chancellor will take any steps 
windows of Catholics in West Street, | to prevent Protestant clergymen acting 
and attacked the Catholic church with|as magistrates in such cases as that 


stones, breaking the glass in the windows | 
near the altar ;-did the police make any | 
arrests, or summon any of the offenders ; 
and what steps will be taken to prevent 
a repetition of this conduct ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am} 
informed that a number of Orangemen 
paraded the streets of Stewartstown on 
the night of the 16th instant and passed 
through the Roman Catholic quarter of 
the town, which they have always 
hitherto done, that being the way into 
the town. Windows were broken in 
five houses in North and West Streets 
and four panes of glass were broken in 





the Roman Catholic chapel. There was 
an extra force of police in the town on 


mentioned ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My 
attention has been drawn to the pro- 
ceedings at the Petty Sessions referred 
to, which were prosecutions for assaults 
on the police, who, in the performance of 
their duty, were endeavouring to protect 
the preachers from the violence of the 
mob. The adjudicating magistrates were 
the resident magistrate of the district 
and the Rev. Mr. Mahaffy. I am in- 
formed that the latter gentleman was 
appointed to the Commission of the 
Peace in October 1888, since which date 
he has seven times attended the Howth 
Petty Sessions. One of the defendants, 
| who was convicted and fined 40s. and 





the occasion, in addition to the local| costs, or a month’s imprisonment in 
force, and the drumming parties were | default, has given notice of his intention 
accompanied from place to place by the| to appeal. I do not think the facts of 
police, who, however, owing to the the case require me to give an affirmative 
darkness of the night, were unable to|answer to the third paragraph of the 
detect the persons who broke the win-| question. 

dows. I may also mention that two| Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the 
members of the drumming party were Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


struck with stones thrown by the oppo-/of Ireland whether, of the men prose- 





site party. 
best exertions to procure evidence on 
which to proceed against the guilty 
persons. 

Mr. JAMES DALY asked whether it 
was a fact that the Protestants of 
Stewartstown were allowed to parade 
through the streets of the Catholic 
quarter, while Catholics were not allowed 
to parade through the Protestant quarter 1 


The police are using their | 


cuted on the occasion referred to, four 
were convicted of an assault on the 
police and bound to the peace, although 
the only evidence against them was that 
they had blown horns ; one was convicted 
of the same offence and fined, although 
the very constable who was alleged to 
have been assaulted gave the accused a 
good character and would not swear 
that he had intended any assault; and 
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one other was also fined, although three 
witnesses swore that he was at home in 
bed when the alleged assault took place ; 
and, if the facts be as stated, the Lord 
Lieutenant will remit the fines in the 
two last-mentioned cases, and, if possible, 
discharge the persons bound to the 
peace from their recognizances with a 
view to marking his disapproval of a 
prosecution and a magisterial decision 
so well calculated to bring the law and 
its administrators into contempt. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In one 
of these cases an appeal has been taken, 
and pending the result it is obvious I 
cannot consider any of the sentences. 
Moreover, local inquiry would be neces- 
sary to substantiate the facts alleged in 
the question. 

Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
he is aware that, owing to the excited 
and threatening attitude of the Orange 
crowd at Lisbellaw on 2nd July, the 
Catholic temperance excursionists, to 
avoid a conflict on their return there, 
were compelled to leave the train at 
Maguire’s Bridge Station, three miles 
from their destination ; (2} whether, 
when the chapel bell has been rung on 
the occasion of evictions in the south of 
Ireland, the police frequently interfered 
to stop it; and why, when the Protes- 
tant bell was rung at Lisbellaw to 
collect the Orange party, the police did 
not similarly interfere ; and (3) will he 
take steps to ascertain the ringleaders of 
these disorderly proceedings at Lisbel- 
law, and, if possible, bring them to 
justice ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that Maguire’s Bridge Station, at 
which the excursionist party detrained, 
was the proper station for them to 
alight at. But, be this as it may, it 
appears, as I stated yesterday, that a 
contingent of the party did, in point of 
fact, take the train on the outward 
journey in the morning at Lisbellaw 
without being molested in any way. 
As regards the first part of the second 
paragraph I am not aware of the par- 
ticular occasion to which the hon. mem- 
ber refers, as he gives no details. I 
have already pointed out that no 
breach of the peace at Lisbellaw on the 
date mentioned occurred, and _ that 
everything passed off peaceably. The 


Mr. Clancy. 
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police were fully alive to their duty and 
were in a position to prevent distur- 
bances, no matter by what route the 
excursionists returned. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, 8.) : Can 
the right hon. Gentleman inform me 
why there was no breach of the peace 
on the occasion in question. 

[No answer was given to the question. ] 


ADULTERATED BUTTER. 


Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
how many prosecutions took place for 
added water in butter this year outside 
Cork Market ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
number of prosecutions for breaches of 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act by the 
addition of water to butter during the 
current year throughout Irdand has 
been 16, resulting in 10 convictions and 
three dismissals. This is inclusive of 
one prosecution in which a conviction 
was obtained in Cork City. 


ORDNANCE STORE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. A. LAFONE (Southwark Ber- 
mondsey) : I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for War, whether, under 
a new Warrant framed under the late 
Government, and shortly to come into 
operation, while a few officers will be 
put into the Ordnance Store Depart- 
ment on high salaries, upwards of 40 
officers will be deprived of their appoint- 
ments in that department, and remanded 
to their regiments ; and is Government 
prepared now to adopt such a Warrant ! 

Mr. A. M. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye: I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War, whether he can state 
the percentage for reserve and dis- 
charged soldiers employed in the Ord- 
nance Store Department, and in the 
Ordnance Factories, in manual or other 
labour, or in clerical work ? 

*Tue UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): From the latest 
returns it appears that in the Ordnance 
Factories 10°3 per cent. of those em- 
ployed are reservists, or discharged 
soldiers or sailors. In the Ordnance 
Store Department the percentage is 
59-4; and in the Inspection Depart- 
ment 40. 
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TELEGRAPHIC CHARGES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
to ask the Representative of the Post- 
master General, whether his attention 
has been cajled to the different charges 
made for compound-word telegrams—for 
example Port Said being charged as one 
word by the Eastern Telegraph Com- 
pany and two words by the General 
Post Office ; and whether he will give 
instructions that all compound words of 
names, places, and things be in future 
charged as one word ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : Under the Inter- 
national Telegraph Regulations, to which 
this country is a party, Port Said is 
chargeable as one word in the address 
of a telegram to that place. It would 
also be so charged in the text if 
written as one word. The practice 
of the Eastern Telegraph Company 
and the General Post Office in this re- 
spect is identical. With respect to the 
second paragraph of the hon. member’s 
question, the Postmaster General fears 
that it is impossible in a matter of this 
kind to avoid some inconsistencies, but 
the broad rule at present in regard to 
inland telegrams is that all compound 
words to be found in recognised diction- 
aries, and which are written as such by 
the senders, are to be charged for as one 
word. The names of towns and villages 
in this country are also so charged ; but 


the Postmaster General is not prepared | 
to allow compound names of other places | 


or of persons to pass as single words. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON asked 


why “St. Leonards” was charged as one 
word while “Charing Cross” was two 


words. [ Laughter. 

Mr. HANBURY was understood to 
say that Charing Cross was neither a 
town nor a village. 


INDIAN STAFF CORPS OFFICERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
toask the Secretary of State for India—(1) 
whether he has any objection to lay upon 
the Table of the House the recommenda- 
tions made by the Government of India in 
order to prevent the supersession of Staff 
Corps officers by those in the Line; (2) 
will he explain why certain officers of 
the Staff Corps, who entered the Army 
as Sub-Lieutenants, are denied the privi- 
lege accorded to all others of counting 
service out of India before joining the 
Staff Corps to an extent not exceeding 


{23 Aueusr 1895} 


Court Officers. 670 


two years, although the duties performed 
by these Sub-Lieutenants were identical 
with those performed by other officers 
of that rank who have been allowed to 
count all their service from date of first 
commission, and although all the officers 
who entered the Staff Corps from the 
Royal Marines have been granted the 
above-mentioned privilege ; and, (3) 
whether he is prepared to consider the 
advisability of allowing every officer to 
count towards pension all his service out 
of India before joining the Staff Corps, 
to an extent not exceeding two years ? 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitton, Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing): I have no objection to 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
Papers regarding the supersession of 
Staff Corps officers by those of the Line. 
As regards the second part of my hon. 
Friend’s question, I may explain that 
although officers who join the Staff Corps 
from British regiments are allowed to 
reckon two years’ service out of India 
for Indian pension, such service, being 
out of India, is governed by the rules of 
the War Office. The service of the offi- 
cers to whom my hon. Friend refers was 
service on a temporary commission, 
which, under War Office rules, dues not 
reckon for pension. I see no reason for 
altering the rules on this subject. 


KILDARE COUNTY COURT OFFICERS. 

Mr. C. J. ENGLEDOW (Kildare, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
‘that the following civil bill officers, viz. : 
|Halpin, Manders, Nelson and Young, 
| who are attached to the Kildare County 
| Court, are in the habit of acting as in- 
|spectors for the Conservative Party at 
\the Parliamentary revision courts ; 
| whether it is regular for county court 
officials and sheriffs’ officers to take an 
active part in political organisations: 
whether he is aware that the county 
court judge of Carlow, who is also. 
county court judge of Kildare, prevented 
a Carlow civil bill officer from appearing 
as a party inspector in Carlow Revision 
Court ; and, whether he will take steps 
to prevent the above-named civil bill 
officers, and all sheriffs’ officers, from ap- 
pearing as party inspectors in the revision 
courts at the forthcoming revision for the 
county of Kildare ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
not yet been able to obtain a Report on 
this question, and must ask the hon. 
Member to postpone it for a day or two. 


STRIKE OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
with regard to the recent strike of the 
electrical workers at Ponders End, and 
the alleged dismissal of a girl from 
Messrs. Swan and Edison’s works for 
joining the Women’s Union, a branch of 
the Electrical Trades Union, whether a 
reply from the Company has now been 
received by the Admiralty ; and, if so, 
to what effect ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The Edison Com- 
pany offer a distinct denial to the 
allegation that a girl had been dismissed 
from their works for joining the Women’s 
Union, and that their Manager had 
stated that any girl joining the Union 
would be dismissed. 


MILITARY COMPASSIONATE 
ALLOWANCES. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whether a Treasury Minute has been 
issued recently modifying the conditions 
under which compassionate allowances 
are given to soldiers who served in the 
Crimean and Indian Mutiny campaigns ; 
and, if so, will he state its purport ? 

Mr. HANBURY : No _ Treasury 
Minute has been issued on this subject, 
butit has recently been arranged between 
the Treasury and the War Office that 
all qualified candidates who are 65 years 
of age, or who, being under 65 years of 
age, are certified by an Army medical 
officer on the active list to be totally 
incapacitated by permanent bodily infir- 
mity for earning a livelihood, should at 
once be granted special campaign 
pensions. 


EVICTED TENANTS BILL. 

Mr. T. J. HEALY (Wexford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he pro- 
poses to introduce into the Evicted 
Tenants Bill financial proposals of a 
similar nature to those contained in the 
Bill of the late Government ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T can- 
not go beyond the statement made by 
the First Lord of the Treasury on 
Monday last. 
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Captain DONELAN asked whether, 
in considering the question, the right 
hon. Gentleman would bear in mind 
that such a grant would be quite as 
acceptable to the landlords as to the 
tenants ? 


LAND BILL. 


Mr. P. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
will introduce a clause into the pro- 
mised Land Bill allowing the tenant, in 
case of eviction for non-payment of rent, 
to set off his interest in the holding 
against the arrears of rent ? 

Mr. DOOGAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, if his attention has been 
called to the fact that dissatisfaction 
exists in Ireland owing to the working 
of Section 7 of the Land Lay” (Treland) 
Act, 1887 ; and whether, in the promised 
Bill for the amendment of the Irish Land 
Acts, he proposes to repeal that clause 4 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I can 
give no undertaking that the Bill will 
contain the proposals suggested in these 
questions. 


CUSTOMS OUTDOOR OFFICERS. 

Mr. JOHN BAIRD (Glasgow, Cen- 
tral): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether any progress has been 
made towards a settlement of the claims 
put forward in the Memorial of the 
outdoor officers of Her Majesty’s Cus- 
toms, which was sent to the Treasury on 
6th February last; and, if not, whether 
he will give the matter his attention, 
with a view to an early decision ? 

Mr. HANBURY: The Memorial in 
question was referred to the Board of 
Customs, who are now considering it, and 
will report upon it to the Treasury. I 
will see that there is no undue delay. 


IRISH MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. PATRICK J. POWER (Water- 
ford, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, whether he is aware 
that the mail trains to Scotland and 
other places on the London and North 
Western Railway, with the exception of 
the Irish mail, carry third class passen- 
gers ; will he inquire why passengers by 
the Irish mail are placed in a less favour- 
able position than passengers to other 
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places served by the London and North 
Western Railway ; and will the Govern- 
ment endeavour to have provision made 
in the future for carrying third class 
passengers by sea and rail in connection 
with the Irish mail service ? 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnig, Croy- 
don): I have communicated with the | 
London and North Western Company, | 
and gather from the reply that the Post | 
Office contemplate some alterations in the | 
arrangements for the carriage of Irish | 
mails, and that in connection with such | 
revision, the Company will give careful | 
consideration to the hon. Member’s point. 
The Postmaster General has already had | 
the matter before him, and I will commu- 
nicate further with him on the subject. 





GOLD MINING IN SUTHERLANDSHIRE. 

Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN 
(Merthyr Tydvil): 1 beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether his 
attention has been called to a Report by 
Mr. Seaton, the Station Master at Kil- 
donan, who was appointed Official Re- 
ceiver of all gold found by the diggers 
lately experimenting on the Kildonan 
gold-field, which report appears in the 
Highland News of the 17th instant, and 
states that the diggers had to hand over 
all their gold to the receiver, not obtain- 
ing any wages in the meantime, and that 
they were compelled to confine their 
operations within a small prescribed 
limit, and were prevented from working 
in the bed of the burn where the gold is 
known to exist, also that the test, so far 
as it has gone, may be held to have 
proved that there is gold in paying 
quantities in the bed of the burn; can 
he state what are the conditions under 
which His Grace the Duke of Sutherland 
holds a lease to mine for gold in Suther- 
landshire, what area is contained in such 
lease, and what royalties are payable to 
the Crown, and what conditions of work- 
ing are imposed by the lease; Has the 


Crown, as lessor, any control over this _ 


gold-field ; and what course does the 
Government intend to adopt with a view 
to its future development ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The Commissioners of 


Woods have not seen the newspaper | 
report referred to, and can say nothing | 
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as to the first part of the question. The 
Duke of Sutherland does not hold a lease 
to mine for gold in Sutherlandshire. He 
has a Crown grant in ordinary feudal 
form, giving him the right for ever to 
the gold within all his lands._ This 
grant was made pursuant to a Scotch 
Act of Parliament passed in 1592. The 
royalty payable to the Crown is fixed by 
the Act and in the Grant at 1-10th part 
of the gold obtained. The Grant con- 
tains no working conditions. The Crown 
has not attempted to exercise any con- 
trol over the alleged gold-field, and is 
believed to possess none. 


Frozen Meat. 


CLARENCE LANES, ROEHAMPTON. 


Mr. T. SKEWES - COX (Surrey, 
Kingston): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether there is any 
hope of Clarence Lanes, Roehampton, 
being shortly opened to the public ; and 
when the correspondence on the subject 
between the Office of Works, the London 
County Council, and the Wandsworth 
Local Board will be laid upon the Table, 
in accordance with the promise made by 
the right hon. Member for West Leeds 
on the 14th of June last ? 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Axkers-Dovetas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I am afraid there is no 
immediate prospect of Clarence Lanes 
being opened for public traffic. If my 
hon. Friend will move for the Papers, 
they shall be laid upon the Table at 


once, 


AUSTRALIAN FROZEN MEAT. 


Mr. J. A. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether representations 
have reached him that there is not pro- 
per inspection of the cattle slaughtered 
in Australia for exportation as frozen 
meat to this country ; and whether any 
steps can be taken by the Department 
towards the improvement of the present 
system of inspection ? 

*TuE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Wa tter 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby): Yes, 
Sir, representations to the effect indicated 


in the question were made to the Board 


of Agriculture early in the present year, 
and information was obtained as to the 
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measures taken in certain of the Austra- 


lian Colonies to prevent the exportation 
of meat unfit for human food. The in- 


Brass River 


formation was communicated to the 
Loca] Government Board, with whom it 
would rest to consider whether any fur- 
ther measures for the security of human 
health in this country are necessary and 
practicable. 


DE FREYNE ESTATE, ROSCOMMON. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kil- 
kenny) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether Lord De Freyne or his Agent 
have applied for the forces of the Crown 
to carry out any further evictions on the 
De Freyne Estate, Roscommon ; and, if 
so, what number of tenants are to be 
evicted, and when ; and, will he inguire 
into the circumstances of the cases be- 
fore giving the necessary force to evict 
them ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: So far 
as I am aware, the Sheriff of the 
County Roscommon has applied for pro- 
tection in the carrying out of one eviction 
on this estate on the 27th instant. On 
the general question of giving protection 
to the Sheriff, or his officers, in the 
execution of decrees of the judiciary, I 
conceive the hon. Gentleman is himself 
fully conversant with the law and the 
imperative duty of the Executive in the 
matter, and I need, perhaps, hardly 
remind him that my predecessor was 
called upon to give protection in the 
execution of decrees on this [property a 
year or two ago. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 

Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whether, in view of the 
fact that the latest Parliamentary Docu- 
ment on the subject of the propused 
West Highland Railway, in Paper 280 
of last Session, is dated 29th July 1892, 
and in it the Treasury declare the pro- 
posals of the promoters as quite inad- 
missible, he will lay upon the Table 
further Papers to show the grounds on 
which the Treasury now support the 
proposed guarantee ! 

Mr. HANBURY : If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer to the Return he quotes, 
he will see that the scheme which the 


President of the Board of Agriculture. 
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Treasury rejected in their letter of the 
29th July 1892, was very different from 
the scheme which they approved in their 
letter of the 16th June 1892 (printed in 
the same Return), and which it is now 
proposed to confirm. There having been 
no change of attitude, there are no 
further Papers to explain it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked whether 
there had been no correspondence since 
July 29, 1892? 

Mr. HANBURY: The information 
I have is that there have been no further 
Papers. I will inquire whether there are 
any. 


CYPRUS. 


*Mr. R. PIERPOINT (Warrington) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether the Cyprus Report, 
1894-95, has been received ; and, if so, 
when will it be issued ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. JosepH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): The Report for 
1894-95 has not yet been received. 
The Report for 1893-94, which was 
delayed owing to over-pressure of work 
in the Chief Secretary’s Office, is only 
now about to be distributed to 
Members. 

*Mr. PIERPOINT: May I ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman is 
aware that the last Report was issued 
in June of that year ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. The 
delay is unfortunate, but it is due to the 
fact that there has been tremendous 
pressure on the Chief Secretary’s Office 
at Cyprus. Owing to the condition of 
the Colony, every effort has been made 
to keep down expense. 


BRASS RIVER OUTRAGES, 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, if he will lay upon the Table the 
evidence given before Sir John Kirk on 
his late mission to the Brass River ? 

*Mr. CURZON: Neither Sir John 
Kirk’s Report nor the evidence have yet 
been received, and it is, therefore, im- 
possible for me to give any undertaking 
in the matter. 
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IMPORTED MILK. 


ApmiraL FIELD (Sussex, East- 
bourne) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, whether 
he can take any steps under the law, as 
it now stands, to protect this country 
against the importation of milk from 
countries where foot and mouth, pleuro- 
pneumonia, or other infectious diseases 
exist, which are liable to be communi- 
cated not only to cattle but to human 
beings, and are consequently dangerous 
to public health ; and, if the existing 
law is defective in this respect, will he 
ask for further Parliamentary powers in 
the ensuing Session to enable him to 
cope with this acknowledged evil. 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Henry 
CuapLin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : I have 
no powers under which I could prevent 
the importation of milk into this country. 
The question as to the prevention of 
such importation is a matter which 
would concern other Departments as 
well as the Local Government Board ; 
but the whole question will receive my 
consideration. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE CLOTHING. 

CotoneELE HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield Central): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, whether he will consider, in con- 
junction with the Commissioner of 
Police of the Metropolis, the possibility 
of reducing the issuing of tunics to 
sergeants and constables to one in two 
years, and supplying in the alternate 
year a smart serge jacket for use during 
ordinary day duty in the summer and by 
police engaged in office or indoor work, 
as in many provincial forces, and possibly 
with a lighter headdress than the felt 
helmet ? 


Sir M. W. RIDLEY: The question 
of supplying the Metropolitan Police 
with a lighter headdress and clothing for 
summer wear has been repeatedly before 
my predecessors, and the result of their 
consideration of the matter has invari- 
ably been a decision that, on medical 
and other grounds, the change would be 
undesirable. I shall be willing, how- 
ever, to give the matter my consideration 
and to confer with the Commissioner of 
Police. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
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Mr. W. E. M. TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) asked whether a light summer 
uniform was not supplied to the police 
in many places in the country. 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY: Certainly. 1 
am perfectly aware that that is the case 
in many of the police forces in the 
country. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 


IMPORTATION OF PRISON-MADE 
GOODS. 


CotoneEL HOWARD VINCENT: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, if he can state how many 
meetings the Committee appointed by 
the late Government to inquire into the 
importation of prison-made goods has 
held, how many witnesses it has examined, 
and what it has done since the resigna- 
tion, three months ago, of the two Mem- 
bers who refused to be a party to further 
delay; if he will undertake that no 
avoidable delay shall take place in giving 
effect to the unanimous Resolution of 
the House of Commons on 19th February 
last, declaring it to be incumbent upon 
the Government at once to take steps to 
restrict such imports; and, if he has 
already taken, in conjunction with the 
Prime Minister, any steps, or proposes to 
take any, to bring about a reduction in 
the traffic, or in the meantime to mitigate 
the injury done to British trade and 
labour by the competition in British 
markets of foreign convicts. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Committee on 
the importation of foreign prison-made 
goods have, since the resignation of the 
hon. and gallant Member, and of 
Colonel Bridgman, held five public meet- 
ings, at which 12 new witnesses were 
examined and one former witness further 
examined. The number of questions to 
witnesses put and answered at these 
meetings was 1,346. The Committee 
have subsequently been engaged in the 
preparation of their Report, and the 
Chairman hopes to be able to place it in 
my hands before the end of the Session. 


Me. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs)asked, whether the House would 
have an opportunity afforded them of 
seeing the correspondence which had 
passed between the Foreign Office and 
the countries in question. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I will consider that 
point. 
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*Mr. J.C. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked 
whether the goods referred to were im- 
ported in any considerable quantities. 

Cotoner HOWARD VINCENT: 
Yes. 

Mr. RITCHIE: No doubt when we 
get the Report we shall see the quanti- 
ties which are imported, but I gather 
that, whatever may be the quantity, 
the House of Commons is opposed to the 
principle. [Cheers.] 


INDIAN COTTON DUTIES. 


Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India, whether in view of the opposi- 
tion to the continuance of the Indian 
Cotton Duties expressed in Lancashire 
during the recent electoral contest, it is 
the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to suggest to the Government of 
India, or whether the Indian Govern- 
ment is itself prepared to abolish those 
duties, and to find alternative methods 
of taxation or economies in official sala- 
ries and expenditure generally to meet 
the deficit at present existing in the 
finances of our great Eastern depen- 
dency, and to meet the probable increased 
deficit which will arise when the outlay 
on the Chitral Expedition has to be paid 
for, and will be further increased by an 
annual charge for the maintenance of a 
military station in the Chitral district? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
hon. Member raises a series of contro- 
versial questions as to the Ways and 


Means of the Indian Government, to| 


which it is impossible to reply adequately 
within the compass of an answer to a 
Parliamentary Question. If he will be 
good enough to raise them on the Indian 
Budget, I shall then be able to deal fully 
with them. 


CHANNEL FLEET. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the Channel Fleet will visit Ire- 
land this year; and, if so, whether 
Belfast Lough can be favoured with their 
presence ? 

Tue SECRETARY 10 tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. W. E. Macarrney, 
Antrim): It is not contemplated that 
the Channel Fleet will visit Belfast 
Lough or any part of the Irish Coast 
this year. 
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Explosions. 


MOUNTAIN HOLDINGS IN 
CARNARVONSHIRE. 

Mr. J. BRYN ROBERTS 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he could state to the House what 
is the total number and acreage of 
the mountain holdings in Carnarvonshire 
which have been sold to the tenants; 
what is the total number and acreage of 
such holdings which have been re-pur- 
chased for quarrying purposes ; what is 
the total sums for which they were sold 
and for which they were re-purchased ; 
what is the total number and acreage of 
such holdings which have been enclosed 
and reclaimed by the tenants or their 
predecessors in title ; and what is the 
total of the rentals which the tenants 
are now required to pay ? 

Mr. HANBURY: This Question 
appeared for the first time in to-day’s 
Notice Paper, and I learn from the 
Office of Woods that they cannot give 
the information at such short notice, nor 
indeed before a week has elapsed. If 
he will allow me, I will consult with the 
hon. Member as to how far the prepara- 
tion of this elaborate Return would 
serve any useful purpose. 
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PARAFFIN OIL EXPLOSIONS. 

Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
|of Trade whether his attention has been 
| directed to the frequent explosions from 
_the use of inferior paraffin oil imported 
from abroad ; whether he can state what 
steps are taken by the inspectors em- 
ployed by his Department to investigate 
cases where loss of life occurs from these 
explosions ; and whether it is intended 
to reappoint the Select Committee that 
inquired in the previous Session into 
matters connected with the use of 
petroleum ? 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY answered the 
Question, and said: My attention has 
been called to the great number of 
explosions of paraffin oil, though I can- 
not express an opinion as to whether 
they are due to the inferior quality of 
the oil, to the use of unsuitable lamps, 
or to other causes. The Home Office 
Inspectors have no power whatever to 
make inquiries in these cases. The 
necessity of legislation on this subject 
has been frequently urged, and a Select 
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Committee to consider the question was 
appointed in 1894. My predecessor 


hoped to obtain a Committee in the last 
Session, but circumstances prevented it. 
I shall consider the matter during the 
Recess with a view to the re-appoint- 
ment of the Committee if that be found 
practicable. 


LONDONDERRY SHIRT INDUSTRY. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that there is a strong feeling in 
Londonderry and the surrounding dis- 
trict against the enforcement of Section 
16 of the Factories Act, 1895, in con- 
nection with the shirt industry; and 
whether he will receive representations 
on the matter from the representatives 
of employers and employed ? 

Sirk M. W. RIDLEY: My attention 
has been already called to this matter, 
and I have directed the Chief Inspector 
of Factories to make special inquiries ; 
any representations from the representa- 
tives of employers and employed will be 
carefully considered. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it is the in- 
tention of the Land Commission to 
reserve judgment in all appeals listed 
between now and March; and, if not, 
in what cases, and on what principle 
will such cases be selected 4 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I pre- 
sume the Land Commissioners will 
exercise their discretion in all such 
cases as those referred to by the hon. 
and learned Member; but I see no 
public advantage to be gained by seek- 
ing to elicit from them any general 
statement of their intentions in the 
matter. [‘‘ Hear, hear !” 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether it 
would not be of great public advantage 
to suitors who might intend to appeal in 
the matter of fair rents, and also for 
solicitors and other persons interested, 
to know when their cases were likely to 
be heard ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
it might perhaps be in the interest of a 
portion of the public that they should 
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have that information, but he saw no 
general public advantage to be gained 
from eliciting this information from the 
Commissioners. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether it 
would not be for the public advantage 
that they should know when applica- 
tions for fair rents would be heard ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
hon. Gentleman is now asking me 
another abstract question, which I must 
respectfully decline to answer. 


Service. 


LIFEBOAT SERVICE. 


Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON (Mid- 
dlesbrough): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he can 
state the number of lifeboats, with the 
necessary crews and equipments, that 
are established and maintained on the 
coasts of the United Kingdom for the 
preservation of life and property in 
cases of shipwreck, out of the Mercantile 
Marine Fund ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: The lifeboats at 
Ramsgate and Fair Isle are now the 
only lifeboats under the superintendence 
of the Board of Trade. The former is 
the property of the Royal National 
Lifeboat Institution, but the Board of 
Trade pay the crew. The latter was 
established and is maintained out of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund. 


Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON asked 
whether the Merchant Shipping Act did 
not impose upon the Board of Trade the 
duty of providing lifeboats ? 

Mr. RITCHIE said, that the Act 
imposed upon the Board of Trade the 
duty of providing lifeboats in cases where 
no lifeboats were already provided. 


Mr. J. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) asked 
whether the section of the Merchant 
Shipping Act did not expressly state 
that the Board of Trade were to provide 
lifeboats unless the lifeboats were pro- 
vided from some other source 4 


Mr. RITCHIE said, that was a 
matter which depended upon the inter- 
pretation of the Act, and he could offer 
no opinion with regard to it. 

Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON gave 


notice that he should call attention to 
the matter upon the Estimates. 
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ACCIDENTS TO SEAMEN. 

Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, having regard to the fact that 
Part II., Section 240, paragraph 5 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, pro- 
vides that the master of a ship, for 
which an official log is required, shall 
enter every case of illness or injury 
happening to a member of the crew and 
the nature thereof, whether he can state 
any sufficient reason for the entire 
omission of the number of such acci- 
dents in the monthly issues of the 
Labour Gazette of the Board of Trade ; 
and whether he will undertake that in 
future issues of that organ the Returns 
of such accidents, which are easily ac- 
cessible, will be given in like manner 
with other industries on shore ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: I will consider whe- 
ther in future issues of the Labour 
Gazette it is practicable to supplement 
the Return of deaths of seamen now 
published by a Return of accidents, but 
I do not think it necessary to include 
cases of illness. 


TOWN PARKS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. DOOGGAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he intends in the present 
Session of Parliament to deal with the 
question of town parks in Ireland ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
reply to this question is in the negative. 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE. 
*Sirr CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, considering the intention of 
the Admiralty to permanently enter in 
the Navy several lieutenants and sub-lieu- 
tenants of the Royal Naval Reserve as 
lieutenants and sub-lieutenants, a cer- 
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tain number of lieutenants’ commissions 
per year could be offered to Naval) 
warrant officers, provided they could | 
pass the examination that sub-lieutenants 
do now, at Greenwich in mathematics, | 
and at Portsmouth in pilotage and tor- 
pedo work, and be recommended by 
their captains as being fit for the’ 
position. 
Mr. GOSCHEN: The Order in 
Council which enables the Admiralty to 
enter on the permanent list of the Navy 
i 


Supply 


several lieutenants and sub-lieutenants 
of the Royal Naval Reserve carried out 
a plan adopted by the late Board of 
Admiralty, though the present one ac- 
cepts the fuli responsibility of it. This 
entry of officers is an exceptional 
measure intended to meet a temporary 
emergency ; but it is not intended to 
weaken or supersede the system—which 
has been in force for many years with 
most satisfactory results—of entry into 
the executive commissioned ranks of the 
service solely through the Britannia, 
[‘* Hear, hear !”] 


ORDERS OF THE DAY, 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


Mr. J. W. LowTuHer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee.). 


CIVIL SERVICE AND REVHNUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Cuass II. 


On the Vote of £104,748, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the salaries 
and expenses of the Board of Trade and 
subordinate departments, 


*Mr. F. A. CHANNING (Northamp- 
ton, E.) rose to call attention to several 
questions affecting the administration of 
the Board of Trade, and first to the 
duties discharged by the recently ap- 
pointed Sub-Inspectors of railways. That 
was a most important reform, that men 
acquainted with the nature of railway 
work by their own experience, who would 
therefore have special weight, should be 
appointed to deal with and inquire into 
fatal and other accidents to railway 
servants, which were not ordinarily dealt 
with by superior officers of the Board of 
Trade department, and particularly to 
inquire into the causes of fatal accidents 
to individual railway servants, apart 
from the large train accidents, which 
were inquired into as a matter of course 


| by the regular inspectors of the Board. 


He remarked that the main object with 
which hon. Members and those con- 
nected with labour associations outside 
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the House had urged upon successive 
Governments the adoption of this reform 
by the appointment of sub-inspectors, 
was that practical railway men should 
inquire not only into ordinary accidents, 
but most of all into fatal accidents to 
men whose daily work they understood. 
He had been met by refusals, and to 
strengthen their case he had himself 
moved for a return of those individual 
fatalities to railway servants, and the 
figures furnished in that return were so 
striking, and reflected so discreditably on 
the policy of the Board of Trade for 
many years past, that the return made it 
impossible for any Government or for the 
Treasury to resist any longer the appoint- 
ment of additional inspecting officers. 
The return showed 4,615 fatalities 
during the ten years from 1884 to 1894, 
and that in only eight instances were 
inquiries held by the Board of Trade. 
When his right hon. Friend the Member 
for Sheffield (Mr. Mundella) acceded to 
the demand on behalf of the department 
over which he then presided, there was 
reason to hope that these sub-inspectors 
would be employed mainly and chiefly 
for the purpose they had at heart. But 


since the sub-inspectors had entered 
on the full discharge of their duties, 
no less than 148 railway servants had 
been killed in accidents of this nature, 
and in only twelve of these fatal 


accidents had there been any local 
investigation by these inspectors. He 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of “the Board of Trade 
(Mr. C. T..Ritchie) to do his best to 
meet the defect disclosed by the pre- 
sent state of the law, which provided 
that, in the case of fatal accidents, 
it was only in those cases where the 
Coroner considered that such an excep- 
tional state of circumstances was disclosed 
as to call for the presence of an inspector 
of the Board of Trade, that the Board 
of Trade was represented at all at the 
inquests held in the case of these rail- 
way servants. It was entirely in the 
discretion of the Coroner whether the 
Board of Trade should be represented 
on railways, whereas, in the case of 
mines it was provided by s. 48 of the 
Mines Act, 1887— 


(1) The Coroner shall adjourn the 
inquest unless an inspector or some person on 
behalf of a Secretary of State is present to watch 
the proceedings.” 
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(2) The Coroner shall, at least four days 
before holding the adjourned inquest, send to 
the inspector for the district notice, in writing, 
of the time and place of holding the adjourned 
inquest.” 


**(5) An inspector shall be at liberty at an 
inquest to examine any witness, subject, never- 
theless, to the order of the Coroner.” 


His contention was that in the case of 
these fatalities on railways the law was 
inadequate, and that the least that 
should be done would be to place railway 
men in the same position as miners. 
The Regulation of Railways Act, 1871, 
s. 8, provides :— 


‘¢ When any Coroner in England holds or is 
about to hold an inquest on the death of an 
person, occasioned by an accident, of which 
notice for the time being is required by or in 
pursuance of this Act to be sent to the Board of 
Trade, and makes a written request to the Board 
of Trade in their behalf, the Board of Trade 
may appoint an inspector or some person posses- 
sing legal or special knowledge to assist in hold- 
ing such inquest, and such appointee shall act as 
the assessor of the Coroner, and shall make the 
like report to the Board of Trade, and the report 
shall be made public in like manner as in the 
case ofa formal investigation of an accident under 
this Act.” 


The Coroners ought not, he contended, 
to be the guardians of the railway men. 
The Board of Trade ought to be the 
absolute judges as to whether their 
inspectors should attend the inquests. 
Not only should the law be promptly 
altered in the interests of the railway 
men, but the whole intention of the 
appointment of sub-inspectors was de- 
feated unless the policy of the Board of 
Trade was directed to inquiring officially 
into the death of each of these poor men, 
and the Committee had a right to 
require that the department should do so. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would state 
what had been done by the sub-inspectors 
he thought it would be of advantage. He 
believed these sub-inspectors had been of 
great use in dealing with less serious 
accidents and injuries occurring in the 
ordinary work. In the examination of 
goods yards also, he understood they had 
been of very considerable service, and 
had made valuable recommendations, 
which, he was glad to know, had been 
cordially accepted by the railway com- 
panies themselves. But his complaint was, 
that they had not been made sufficient 
use of in regard to fatal accidents—the 
most important class of accidents. He 
would like to ask whether the Board of 
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Trade was not prepared to add one or 
two more sub-inspectors to carry out the 
policy he had indicated, of inquiring into 
the more serious accidents. The right 
hon. Member for South Aberdeen had 
said that the reports made by the sub- 
inspectors of the Board of Trade would 
be communicated to the public in some 
form or other, but the Board of Trade 
had not come to a positive decision as to 
the precise form in which they might 
most usefully be communicated. It was 
essential for producing the maximum of 
safe working on railways that these 
reports should be made public, so that 
the public might know the circumstances, 
and the causes to which the accidents 
were attributed. This would have the 
effect of awakening the Railway Com- 
panies, where there was any hesitation in 
dealing with these questions, to a more 
prompt policy of reform. He did not 


think it would be necessary for these 
reports to be presented in a detailed and 
exhaustive form, like the reports of the 
Head Inspectors as to train accidents. 
But he would suggest that a short and 
clear statement of the nature and causes 
of such accidents, and of recommenda- 


tions made, in somewhat the same form 
as in the reports of the Inspectors of 
Mines, should be included in the Re- 
turns of Accidents. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he was prepared 
to give effect, in the next report on acci- 
dents, to the recommendations of the 
Departmental Committee as to the best 
form of making returns, in order that 
returns by the various Companies should 
be strictly uniform, and of the most 
effective character as statistics of acci- 
dents. In regard to the question of 
railway rates, he pointed out that, 
under the Act of 1894, a large number 
of complaints as to railway rates in- 
creased since 1892 had been lodged at 
the Board of Trade last year. They had 
since been considered and dealt with 
under the Conciliation Clause, Section 
31, of the Act of 1888, by the Board of 
Trade. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man if he could give any indication as to 
the stage at which the majority of these 
complaints were now standing, and 
whether the Board of Trade would 
facilitate the consideration of these 
questions, so as to arrive at a solution at 
the earliest possible moment. There was 
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a wide and growing feeling in the coun- 
try with regard to further legislation on 
the question of preferential rates on 
foreign produce, and there was a very 
strong feeling that agriculturists and 
traders who had to send goods for short 
distances were practically being mulcted 
by the railway companies, and made to 
bear the burden of cheapening the cost 
of carriage on foreign produce, and were 
thus, to a large extent, being excluded 
from the great centres of trade in this 
country. He hoped these questions 
would receive sympathetic treatment 
from the right hon. Gentleman in the 
future. 

ApmiraL FIELD (Sussex, East- 
bourne) hoped the President of the 
Board of Trade would do all that lay in 
his power to the appointment of railway 
inspectors, but he was afraid that some 
of the difficulties were almost beyond the 
powers of the Board of Trade. He 
thought many of the accidents arose from 
the structural defects of the carriages. 
In America the Pullman car,’ which was 
universally used, allowed the coupling of 
the carriages to be done mechanically, 
and thus many accidents were avoided. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman if 
the Departmental Committee of the 
Board of Trade, appointed by the late 
Government to inquire into the manning 
of merchant ships, would make a report. 
He thought it was very desirable that 
the Select Committee which was 
appointed to inquire into the new system 
of fog signals, should also make a report ; 
he thought there were enough Members 
of that Committee still left in the House 
to come to a decision, and he believed 
there was very little difference of opinion 
among them. Having referred to the 
importation of milk. 

THe CHAIRMAN said, that question 
could not be discussed under the Vote. 

ApmiraAL FIELD said, the President 
of the Board of Trade had absolute con- 
trol over the importation of certain 
articles of commerce, and he had the 
power to prohibit certain articles that 
were not marked under the Merchandise 
Marks Act. [Cries of “No.”| If the 
right hon. Gentleman had some power 
of that kind he should be glad to receive 
some assurance from him on the subject. 

Mr. J. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §&.) 
asked when the report of the Committee 
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on the Manning of Merchant Ships 
might be expected. There was a great 
deal of interest taken in the matter 
by the Mercantile Marine and _ship- 
owners, and any information on the 
subject would be very gladly received. 
As to the re-appointment of the Com- 
mittee on Fog Signals, he doubted 
whether a sufficient number of the 
Members of that Committee had sur- 
vived the General Election as to be able 
to present a Report which could be re- 
garded as authoritative and thoroughly 
satisfactory, and under those circum- 
stances he thought it would be better to 
postpone the matter until next Session. 
Withregard to the railway sub-inspectors, 
his experience at the Board of Trade was 
more than enough to satisfy him that 
those officers were extremely useful, and 
were doing valuable work in the interests 
of the public, as well as of the railway 
servants. He would remind the hon. 


Member for Northamptonshire that an 
inquiry by a sub-inspector was not 
necessary in the case of every accident. 
The Board of Trade had full power to 
hold an inquiry in every case, whether 


fatal or not, in which the circumstances 
made it desirable to do so. If there was 
anything in the case which made tech- 
nical evidence necessary, or which 
required elucidation on particular points, 
a sub-inspector was sent at once to supply 
it. The causes of many accidents were 
obvious, and official inquiry into them 
was therefore unnecessary. He could 
assure the Committee that the permanent 
officials of the Board of Trade were fully 
alive to the importance of this matter, 
and that a sub-inspector was sent to in- 
vestigate the circumstances of an accident 
whenever it was thought further light 
ought to be thrown on the case. The 
reports of the sub-inspectors had been 
found in many cases to be extremely 
valuable in calling attention to points 
which might escape the notice of persons 
not engaged in, or not acquainted with, 
railway working, and in suggesting 
remedies for the prevention of accidents. 
He was bound to say that the 
Board of Trade had no reason to com- 
plain of the conduct of the railway 
companies in this matter, for they had 
always shown readiness to follow out, if 
possible, any recommendations that were 
made as the result of the inquiries held. 
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*Mr. CHANNING said, he had no 
wish whatever to make any reflections on 
the administration of the right hon. 
Gentleman at the Board of Trade. 
What he complained of was that, 
through defects in the law, railway 
servants did not receive as much pro- 
tection from inspectors of the Board as 
was given to miners in the cases of fatal 
accidents. 

Mr. W. E. M. TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) desired to draw the attention of the 
President of the Board of Trade to the 
important question of preferential rail- 
way rates, for the great body of traders 
looked to that Department to act in their 
interest in this matter whenever it was 
possible for it to do so. It was hoped 
that in the next Session a Bill dealing 
with this question——. 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) submitted as a point of order 
that the question of preferential rates 
with a view to future legislation could 
not be raised on this Vote. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
asked whether an hon. Member was not 
entitled, on the question of preferential 
rates, to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade for a pledge that he would deal 
with the matter. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN said, the general 
rule in cases of this kind was that, so far 
as the administrative action of a Minister 
was concerned with any particular 
question, that question might be dis- 
cussed. Buta question of future legisla- 
tion could not be properly discussed on 
the Vote for the salary of the Minister. 

Mr. TOMLINSON said, he would 
only further express the hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman would take every 
opportunity in his power of diminishing 
the preferential rates. 

Mr. J. A. MUNDELLA (Sheffield, 
Brightside) wished to say a few words 
with reference to the appointment of the 
railway sub-inspectors. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Northamptonshire appeared to 
think that the Board of Trade should 
send a sub-inspector to inquire into every 
case of fatal accident on the railway, but 
there were many cases in which it might 
be unnecessary to do so. The proposal 
meant more than perhaps hon. Members 
would suppose, and this might be shown 
by the number of fatal accidents that 
occurred on our railways. During the 


2D 





691 Supply, 


last 14 years the average number of fatal 
accidents yearly was 500, and of non- 
fatal accidents 2,500, making a total of 
3,000 accidentsevery year—a mostserious 
fact. Railway servants suffered much 
less from what might be called train 
accidents than from accidents of a differ- 
ent class, and the object of appointing 
sub-inspectors—who were railway men 
possessing technical knowledge of the 
work—was to endeavour, if possible, to 
diminish this appalling number of 
accidents. In that respect the Board of 
Trade had, with the means at their com- 
mand, done excellent work for the public. 
Though it might not be necessary to make 
official inquiry in every case, yet the cir- 
cumstances of every accident were 
brought to the knowledge of the sub- 
inspectors, and investigation was made 
whenever the facts seemed to require it. 
When it was found, for example, that 
more than an ordinary number of 
accidents occurred on a particular line, 
or in shunting operations in a particular 
yard, a sub-inspector visited the locality 
and ascertained for himself the reason, 
or cause, of the unusual number of 
accidents. Not unfrequently it was 
found that a goods yard was insufficiently 
lighted, than which there was no greater 
danger to railway servants, and means 
were taken to get the defect remedied. 
All the work now discharged by railway 
servants was subjected to the inspection 
of those officers, and whenever an accident 
occurred which, in their opinion, ought 
not to have happened, or which was not 
properly explained, they immediately 
instituted an inquiry, and it was by those 
means that it was sought to reduce the 
present appalling death -roll through 
railway casualties. After all, prevention 
was better than cure, and it was in this 
direction that the work of the sub- 
inspectors was most useful. They were 
performing their duties admirably, and 
he was sure he could say that the 
officials of the Board of Trade were as 
anxious as any Members of that 
House could be to do all they could 
to diminish the number of actidents. 
He was sure that the President of the 
Board of Trade would be only too glad 
if an end could be put to this terrible 
death-rate, and that he would appoint 
more sub-inspectors if necessary. They 
were not expensive officials, and did 
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their work with great efficiency and 
success. 

*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee), said, 
that they had heard more than once 
in that Debate that prevention was 
better than cure. The statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman below him 
(Mr. Mundella) as to the number of 
accidents that occurred on railways 
every year showed that the railway 
companies had still a great deal to 
prevent. The majority of accidents 
occurred to shunters when engaged in 
coupling. Some time ago he brought to 
the notice of the Board of Trade an 
exceedingly ingenious arrangement for 
the self-coupling of carriages. The 
Department would render a_ great 
service to railway servants if it were to 
invite engineers to submit for approval 
a self-acting coupler. He wished to 
know whether the President of the 
Board had any means of ¢ontrolling 
the speed of railway trains." They had 
all read in the last few days of the 
railway race between London and 
Aberdeen. Every day now there was 
a competition between the companies 
to do the distance in the shortest time. 
Every morning a dash was made to get 
first to Kinnaber. The trains were 
driven at speeds of 70 and 80 miles an 
hour. Reference was made on a former 
occasion by the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea to the strain imposed upon the 
engine drivers and guards, but there 
was also a great strain upon the engine 
and carriages. At present it was seen 
from the accounts that there was to be 
no limit to the speed of these trains. 
Every morning a record was_ being 
made. If this kind of thing went on 
he feared that some day there would be 
a tremendous smash, involving great 
loss of life, and exceeding any railway 
disaster which had ever harrowed the 
public mind. If there was to be no 
limit of speed, it should be remembered 
that there was a limit to human powers 
and the strength of material. Giving 
the railway companies all credit for 
their desire to test what speed could be 
reached, they expected the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he possessed the necessary 
powers, to take care that these competi- 
tions were not carried beyond the line 
of safety. Coming to safety of life at 
sea : on the subject of bulkheads he would 
like to refer the right hon. Gentleman 
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to the Report of the Bulkhead Com- 
mittee, which sat two or three years ago. 
That Committee made a number of 
excellent recommendations, but hitherto 
no legislative effect had been given 
to them. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would take them into con- 
sideration with a view to legislation, 
Another matter to which he desired to 
call attention was the crowded condition 
of the excursion steamers on the Thames. 
Two evenings ago he saw one of these 
steamers, and could not help thinking 
that in case of accident the loss of life 
might be exceedingly serious. He knew 
that, by the Board of Trade Regulations, 
life-saving appliances must be kept on 
board these vessels, but he also knew 
from actual observation that these 
appliances were not inspected as they 
ought to be. There might bea sufficient 
number of boats on board a ship, but it 
did not follow that they were in good 
condition. They were exposed month 
after month to the heat of the sun, and 
when placed in the water would probably 
leak like sieves. Then the means of 
lowering them were often very in- 
sufficient. He trusted that the right 
hon. Gentleman would take steps to 
ensure that the life-saving appliances 
on these vessels were kept in good 
order. On the river Tay, two nights 
ago, @ man on a steamer either fell or 
threw himself overboard, and _ his life 
was lost because a boat could not be 
lowered in sufficient time to rescue him. 
He congratulated the right hon. Member 
opposite, who was so thoroughly familiar 
with commercial questions, in his appoint- 
ment as President of the Board of 
Trade. He was afraid that the right 
hon. Member was perhaps not equally 
conversant with maritime matters, but 
he was convinced that every question 
brought before him would command his 
close attention. 
Mr. STUART 


WORTLEY said, 
that everyone who knew how high the 
death-rate was among railway servants 
and how very low the death rate was 
among those who travelled by railways 
in proportion to the number of journeys 


taken, must recognise that it was 
reasonable that the protection given to 
railway servants by modern legislation 
should be great. Protection ought to 
be given, not as it used to be in the 
interests of the public alone, but in the 
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separate interests of the men themselves. 
He raised no objection to the appoint- 
ment of sub-inspectors or to the increase 
of their number, if that should be 
deemed desirable. It would, however, 
be only right to make conditions 
respecting these appointments. In the 
first place, a mere sub-inspector should 
not be held competent to hold inquiries 
of a judicial or quasi-judicial character, 
conferring a power to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses, and to issue coercive 
process. In the second place, these sub- 
inspectors should occupy as impartial 
a position as possible. They would be 
concerned chiefly with the collection of 
information and the preparation of 
reports which would probably be con- 
sidered confidential. If they. were to 
be men who had been in the service of 
railway companies, it would only be fair 
that some inquiry should be made into 
the circumstances under which they had 
terminated their railway connection, in 
order that the public might know that 
they were not actuated by any animosity 
against a railway company. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and 
Cromarty), asked whether the Board 
of Trade had power to compel the 
Highland Railway Company to use 
continuous automatic brakes on their 
passenger lines, and if the power 
existed, whether it was exercised. 
He also wished to know whether the 
Board of Trade had taken any steps to 
abate the foul atmosphere on the under- 
ground railways of London. Two years 
ago, he said, this matter was brought up, 
but nothing appeared to have been done. 
With regard to the leading officers of the 
Board of Trade, his experience of them 
was that they were not in all cases so 
energetic and anxious to put things right 
as one would expect. On one occasion 
he brought under the notice of Major- 
General Hutchinson what he contended 
to be a dangerous platform of a certain 
railway station, which was constructed 
on a curve, and he got a letter in reply 
to say that the station could not be 
altered. » It was only by pressing the 
mattef on the Board of Trade and the 
railway company, and by sketching out 
a plan himself, which was adopted later 
on, that the objectionable arrangement 
was altered. Now, the officers of the 
Board of Trade should do their own 
work, and it should not be necessary for 
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a Member of this House to do their work 
for them. As to the practice by which 
the observations of a railway company 
were read off by the Minister as a 
sufficient answer to a question put in the 
House of Commons, he characterised it 
as unbusinesslike and absurd. 

THe PRESIDENT or tuz BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Ritcnte, Croy- 
don) was sorry the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down should have considered 
it necessary to cast any reflection on the 
officers of the Board of Trade, because he 
was satisfied, even from his short experi- 
ence of them as President, that they 
were not open to the strictures the hon. 
Gentleman had passed upon them. 

Mr. WEIR, interrupting, said he 
referred to one gentleman only, and not 
to the staff. Some of them were most 
energetic, but they had too much work 
to do. The President himself was 
insufficiently paid. [Laughter } 


Mr. RITCHIE thought that the hon. 
Gentleman spoke in more general terms 
of the officers of the Board of Trade than, 
perhaps, he was aware of, and his reflec- 
tions were not, he believed, well founded. 
As to the so-called absurdity of sending 


questions affecting the conduct or lia- 
bility of a railway company to the 
company for their observations, he was 
of opinion, on the contrary, it was a fair 
and proper thing they should have an 
opportunity of making such observations 
as they desired when any accusation or 
complaint was made against them. And 
if the hon. Gentleman supposed that the 
observations so received were accepted 
as sufficient, he was under an entire mis- 
take. These were carefully analysed, 
and if it was considered that the answer 
was a sufficient or guasi-sufficient answer, 
then the House of Commons was put in 
possession of the reply of the accused 
company or individual. That was a 
practice which he thought would meet 
with the approval of the House of Com- 
mons. [“ Hear, hear!”] But it was 
only one of the steps taken by the Board 
of Trade in order to satisfy themselves 
and the House of Commons with regard 
to any question raised. When the hon. 
Gentleman said the Highland Railway 
Company did not use continuous auto- 
matic brakes he presumed he spoke from 
knowledge. The statement was not 
altogether in accord with the information 
in the possession of the Board of Trade, 
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but he could assure the hon. Gentleman 
that if the complaints he made on this 
matter turned out to be well founded— 
and inquiry should be made at once— 
then the Board of Trade would take such 
action as they thought desirable in the 
interests of the public. Then, with re. 
gard to the underground railway, he 
rather thought that if the Board of Trade 
were to embark on a campaign against 
foul atmospheres, they might begin a 
little nearer home [Laughter], but he 
was afraid that neither in regard to this 
House nor the underground railway, had 
the Board of Trade the power which the 
hon. Gentlemen desired them to exercise. 
As a frequent traveller himself on the 
underground system, he would only say 
that, if the Metropolitan Railway con- 
sulted their own interests they would 
endeavour to take steps to put an end to 
that which was a general coinplaint by 
all who travelled on their line. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] On the question of sub-inspec- 
tion, he desired to associate himself with 
the observations of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman his predecessor in office. In all 
matters which tended towards the safety 
of life, whether of railway servants or any 
other class, he hoped the hon. Member 
for East Northampton would permit him 
to associate himself with him in an 
earnest endeavour to bring about a dimi- 
nution of those accidents which they all 
deplored. He thought, however, that to 
have a dual inquiry into the particular 
class of cases referred to would not be 
satisfactory. It would involve a con- 
siderable amount of expense, and he did 
not think the cases came within the 
same category as mining accidents. 
Wherever a fatal accident occurred, and 
it appeared to the Board of Trade that 
there were circumstances which removed 
it out of the ordinary run of accidents, 
then the Board of Trade directed an 
inquiry. But in a great number of 
cases no such circumstances arose. 
There was no reason to suppose that the 
inquiry before a coroner and with a jury 
did not really bring out all the facts of 
the case. All these matters were most 
carefully watched at the Board of Trade, 
and wherever there was anything out of 
the ordinary course an inquiry was 
directed. He was glad the hon. Gentle- 
man was satisfied with the manner in 
which the sub-inspectors had conducted 
the inquiries which had come before them 
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up to the present. Since last November 
there had been inquiries by sub-inspectors 
into 45 fatal accidents—a very large 
increase in the number the hon. Gentle- 
man stated to the Committee—and 187 
inquiries into cases of injury. It was 
satisfactory to think that the Board of 
Trade had attention specially directed 
to this considerable number and had 
special inquiry made in the matter. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] He agreed with his 
predecessor that this was not only 
valuable in itself, but the inquiries were 
also valuableas bringing tothe knowledge 
of the railway companies much infor- 
mation which they readily availed 
themselves of, and the ultimate result 
was that arrangements were made by 
the railway companies which prevented 
these fatal accidents. He could assure 
the hon. Gentleman that the matter 
should not be lost sight of, but should 
be carefully watched by the Board of 
Trade with a view to securing special 
inquiry wherever it seemed necessary. 
[ Hear, hear!”] He would at once fall 
in with the suggestion the hon. Member 
had made as to the reports of the sub- 
inspectors, and would take care that in 
the next published Report there should 
appear summaries giving adequate in- 
formation of the reports of the sub- 
inspectors. 

Mr. MUNDELLA: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman also furnish what in- 
formation he can as to the structural 
changes, following these reports, which 
were made by the railway companies to 
obviate such accidents? That is the best 
result of the work of the inspectors. 

Mr. RITCHIE would undertake to 
see if the information could be supplied. 
The hon. and gallant Member for 
Eastbourne had asked him about the 
Manning Committee. He was told that 
the Report of the Committee had been 
drafted. As to the Committee on the 
rule of the road at sea, he was told the 
position was this. Before Parliament 
dissolved the whole of the evidence had 
been taken, and there only remained the 
consideration of the Report. No one 
would like more than he to see that 
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added, in order that they might obtain 
a Report. But he feared hemustabandon 
all hope of being able to do that, because, 
although all the Members from the 
Government side of the House remained, 
five Members from the otherside had 
disappeared [Laughter] and out of those 
who remained more than half had paired, 
so that it would be hopeless, he was told, 
to attempt to get together a quorum 
during this Session. He quite agreed 
with the late President of the Board 
of Trade, that if they were to have 
a Report it must be one which 
would carry weight, and it would 
never do to have the Report issued from 
a small remnant of the Committee. 
He had, therefore, come to the conclusion 
that it would be better to refrain from 
attempting to proceed further with this 
Committee during this short Session, but 
at the very commencement of next 
Session he would ask the House to again 
appoint it, with a view to coming to a 
conclusion upon a subject of very great 
and pressing importance. As to the 
question of side-lights, they might hope 
for a speedy Report on the subject. 
The hon. Member for Dundee had alluded 
to a self-coupling arrangement, and had 
rather suggested that the Board of 
Trade should take that or some other 
self-coupling scheme under their protec- 
tion, and, he presumed, should advise 
railway companies to adopt it. To do 
that would be for the Board of Trade to 
take upon themselves a responsibility 
they had always declined to adopt. The 
railway companies must take upon them- 
selves the responsibility of obtaining the 
best instrument with which to carry on 
their work. These companies were, in 
his opinion, very enterprising people, who 
would avail themselves of the best means 
possible to them for thepurpose of making 
the safety of their lines greater than it 
was. [“ Hear, hear!”] His hon. Friend 
had also referred to the race to the north 
between two railway companies, and had 
asked if that was a matter in which the 
Board of Trade could exercise a power of 
control. There, again, he did not think 
the Board of Trade had any power of the 
kind his hon. Friend suggested, nor did 
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Department to make recommendations 
they had not the power of enforcing. 
He could only hope that the common 
sense of these two railway companies 
would speedily put an end to what he 
was sure most hon. Members who had 
not much experience in these matters 
thought was attended with a certain 
amount of danger. ([‘‘ Hear, hear !”] 
He himself did not speak as an expert, 
and he believed it was contended that 
there was no increased danger by the in- 
creased speed, but, whether there was or 
not, he was afraid it was a matter where 
the railway companies must act entirely 
upon their own responsibility. His hon. 
Friend had also asked him if he had 
seen the Report of the Bulkhead Com- 
mittee. He had seen that Report, and 
he must say he thought it would be highly 
in the interests of the public if the re- 
commendations of that Committee were 
adopted. The hon. Member had asked 
him if he would introduce legislation 
compelling all steamers to be fitted with 
bulkheads. Before the Government 
could propose legislation of so drastic a 
character as that, there ought to bea 
very strong public opinion behind them. 
He was bound to say he thought the 
time would arrive when it would be for 
the Government to consider whether 
some step in the direction the hon. Gen- 
tleman desired ought not to be taken. 
He believed a great advance was being 
made by shipowners and shipbuilders in 
the matter, and such being the case, it 
would be rather unfortunate for the 
Government to propose legislation of 
the compulsory character suggested, 
although he did not shut out from his 
purview the possibility of something 
being done in that direction by legisla- 
tion at some future time. As to the sug- 
gestion that the life-saving apparatus on 
board steamers should be frequently 
inspected with a view to testing its 
efficiency, this was a duty which already 
belonged to the Board of Trade, but he 
would take special care that inquiry was 
made into the matter without delay. 
Two hon. Gentlemen had raised the 
question of railway rates. He took no 
narrow view of the importance of the 
matter. He did state the other day, in 
answer to an hon. Member, that the 
interpretation of the Act with regard to 
preferential rates was a legal question, 
and as to that he believed there could 
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be no possible doubt. His hon. Friend 
the Member for Preston, asked— 


“Are you going to rest simply upon that 
position ; don’t you propose to take any steps at 
all in order to do something for the agricultural 
industry which is suffering so much at present ?” 


There were two methods which might 
be adopted—the one was the passing of 
some legislation of a drastic character, 
and the other was the making of friendly 
representations to the railway companies 
themselves. He confessed he was 
opposed to worrying great industries, 
whether they be railway or any other 
industries. He did not believe that, in 
the long run, very much good resulted 
from what he might call a policy of 
worry, but he did believe a good deal 
could often be done by a policy of con- 
ciliation. It was quite evident to him, 
and it must be evident to everybody 
who had studied the subject at all, 
that the interests of the railway com- 
panies and of the traders, whether 
agriculturists or not, were identical. 
[“‘ Hear, hear!”] For its prosperity a 
railway company must depend largely 
upon the prosperity of the whole trade 
of the country, and that trade could not 
be in a prosperous condition if the 
agricultural industry was depressed. 
Feeling the great importance of the 
question, he hoped, before the House met 
again, to take some steps with the view 
of seeing whether, by some friendly 
arrangement and agreement, reductions 
might not be made in the rate of carriage 
which would give some amount of satis- 
faction at least to the agricultural 
industry and others. The Great Eastern 
Railway Company had begun, or were 
about to try, the experiment of very 
considerably reducing the rates between 
station and station. He trusted that 
such an excellent experiment would be 
a success and be largely followed by other 
railway companies. In conclusion he 
had only to say he should endeavour, 
while at the Board of Trade, to listen 
to and to carefully consider all questions 
that were brought before him, from 
whatever quarter they might come. 
[‘‘ Hear, hear !” 

Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON 
(Middlesbrough) said he was delighted 
to hear the right hon. Gentleman say 
he had read the Report of the Bulkhead 
Committee. There had been a very 
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recent illustration of the value of bulk- 
heads ; for it was quite evident that, 
had the Seaford not had substantial 
bulkheads, many, if not all, of the souls 
on board that vessel would have been 
lost. There was still a great annual 
loss of life at sea, and he, as a practical 
seaman, maintained that it, or much of 
it, could be prevented. He hoped the 
new Presiderit of the Board of Trade 
would not be afraid to speak out plainly 
to the shipping companies of the country. 
There were shipping companies—such as 
the Cunard and White Star Companies 
—of whom all ought to be proud. Those 
companies conducted their business on 
proper lines, and with due regard to the 
safety of the people on board their ships. 
Often the attempt was made to prove 
that the loss of life at sea was decreasing 
every year; he thought the loss of life 
in the case of a certain class of vessels 
was largely on the increase. If, for 
instance, they excluded the large liners, 
and confined their observation to the 
cargo or “ tramp” steamers, it could be 
proved most easily that the loss of life 
was on the increase—or, at least, as 
large as ever. Much could be done by 
the Board of Trade to lessen the loss of 
life if they would only grapple with the 
question in a determined manner. Sailors 
and firemen did not want any favour ; 
but they did ask for justice and fair 
play. If an improvement could be made 
with a view to reducing the loss of life, 
they expected the Board of Trade to 
insist that it was made. He would like 
to know, for instance, whether the right 
hon. Gentleman could give any promise 
that at an early day some alterations 
would be made in the matter of the 


accommodation provided for merchant 


seamen. Under the Merchant Shipping 
Act, it was only necessary to provide for 
each seaman 72 cubic feet of air-space in 
the cabin ; the Royal Commission recom- 
mended 120 cubic feet. By law a convict 
was allowed 380 cubic feet, and a pauper 
over 600 feet. Surely a sailor or fireman 
ought to be provided with as good accom- 
modation as a convict. Better accom- 
modation meant an alteration of the 
law ; but the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self could bring about an improvement 
on the 72 cubic feet by requiring the 
ironwork in the interior of the forecastle 
to be entirely sheathed with wood. In the 
matter of the ventilation of a ship’s 
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forecastle, he did not believe there had 
been any improvement during the last 
40 or 50 years. Frequently the only 
ventilation was obtained from the door- 
way. Again, in a large number of 
steamers the lamp lockers were inside 
the forecastle, and the fumes from those 
lockers the men had to breathe. Explo- 
sions had often occurred in the lockers, 
and a considerable number of the crew 
had, in consequence, either been burnt 
to death or suffocated. Water closets 
were frequently placed against the 
doors of the forecastle, with unpleasant 
results. Why did not the Board 
of Trade attend to these matters 3 
There was a regulation that there should 
be sufficient natural light in the fore- 
castle to allow a man to read.a news- 
paper in any part of it; but that wasa 
regulation he rarely found complied with 
on the hundreds of ships he visited 
yearly ; and the men had to keep lamps 
lighted night and day. He also knew 
some ships sailing the coasts with the 
road from the forecastle so narrow that 
one man was sufficient to block it, 
which was a great source of danger in 
the event of a collision or of any sudden 
mishap. Surely the Board of Trade had 
sufficient power to insist that this 
passage was constructed on such prin- 
ciples as would serve a reasonable chance 
for the men in the forecastle to escape 
in any sudden emergency. Much could 
be done, even under the existing regula- 
tions, to considerably reduce the loss of life 
atsea. For instance, the Board of Trade 
had sufficient power under the Merchant 
Shipping Act to secure that no sailors or 
firemen who did not understand orders 
given in the English language should be 
employed in the service. But foreign 
sailors and firemen, unacquainted with 
English, were constantly engaged ; and 
as a consequence, there was great con- 
fusion in emergencies at sea, because 
these men, not understanding the orders 
of the officers, did not know what to do. 
In the Merchant Shipping Act there was 
a section which provided that at the 
signing on of a crew the agreement must 
be read to the men, and its terms must 
be understood by them. But how did 
the Board of Trade fulfil their duties in 
that respect? He had seen crews com- 
posed of seven or eight nationalities 
signing on at Cardiff, and although not 
two out of every ten men understood a 
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word of English, the officer of the Board of 
Trade went through the farce of reading 
the agreemept to them in English. This 
sham, which was an everyday occurrence 
at every port of the United Kingdom, 
ought to be put an end to. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said he believed the 
Board of Trade officers thoroughly in- 
spected the life-saving appliances on 
board ship. He could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that on most of the 
ships he visited the boats had not been 
out for years, and if required, they could 
not be got over the sides in three or 
four hours, not to speak of 15 or 20 
minutes. He was not referring now to 
passenger ships. On these steamers the 
lifeboats were well looked after, and 
were put over the side in the presence 
of the Board of Trade officer. His 
observations applied entirely to the 
“tramp” or cargo steamer. He once 
challenged the captain of one of these 
steamers that he could not get out his 
boats in four hours. The captain tried 
it on, and it took four-and-a-half hours 
before the boats were over the side. 
Seeing that they had in every port of 
the kingdom a Board of Trade Surveyor, 
he thought it was the duty of those 
officers to see that the life-saving 
appliances of every ship were in proper 
working order before she were allowed to 
leave port. He also wanted to know 
whether the Board of Trade intended to 
compel shipowners employing Lascar 
seamen to give them at least 72 cubic 
feet of space each, enjoined by the law. 
It was a disgrace to ask a man to live 
even in 72 cubic feet of space. But the 
poor Lascar was compelled, in spite of 
the law, to live in 36 cubic feet of space. 
The matter was become most serious in 
the interest of British sailors. Ship- 
owners, finding they could stow away a 
large number of Lascars in a small space, 
were employing them in preference to 
British seamen. He believed there were 
about 20,000 Lascar seamen in the 
British mercantile marine; and as there 
were about 26,000 other foreigners in 
the service, by-and-bye the British 
sailor would become so scarce, that he 
would be regarded as a curiosity. He 
thought the Admiralty ought to encourage 
the growth of British seamen in the 
mercantile service. If they did not 
they would regret their neglect if war 
broke out; for it would be no use to 
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have the ships if they had not also got 
the men to work on board them. He 
would like to know whether the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade could give 
the number of ships whose provisions 
had been inspected during the past 12 
months. He was very sorry the Act 
applied only to vessels going on long 
voyages, because the ships whose pro- 
visions really required looking after 
were ships engaged in the foreign trade 
in the Mediterranean, the Black Sea, 
and the Baltic. With regard to the 
quantity of food, there was no law 
which allowed the Board of Trade to 
regulate the supply of food to the crew, 
but the Board supplied articles of 
agreement, which set forth certain 
articles, such as beef, pork, rice, and so 
on. He thought it was a mistake for 
the Board of Trade to force a scale of 
that kind without putting in the quan- 
tity of food that ought to be supplied. 
As the Board of Trade had no power to 
enter the quantity, it would be better 
not to mention the items at all. Next 
Session he intended to introduce a Bill— 
which he hoped the Board of Trade 
would support—to fix a reasonable pro- 
vision scale. Much difficulty was 
created on board ship by the fact that 
the men did not get the proper kind and 
quantity of provisions. If the ship- 
owners would only be reasonable in the 
matter, without being extravagant, it 
would be better for the shipowners as 
well as for the men. On the lines 
where the men were well fed, they kept 
the same men for several years; but 
where the men were not well fed, they 
were glad to leave the ship at the end of 
every voyage. He was glad that the 
President of the Board of Trade had 
promised to consider the question of 
supplying statistics as to the number of 
accidents occurring on ship-board. He 
saw no difficulty, because, according to 
the Merchant Shipping Act, masters 
were compelled to report all cases of 
accidents occurring on their vessels. 
These returns were sent to the Registrar 
General of Shipping and Seamen ; and 
he was sure it would be a great revela- 
tion to many when these statistics were 
published, because the number of acci- 
dents was enormous. One case in 
particular had been brought under his 
notice. The steamer Joseph Soils, of 
Hull, left that port a few weeks ago for 
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the Baltic laden with coal. A man was 
sent to the hold to trim the cargo, and 
while there he struck a match, and a 
serious explosion followed inflicting 
severe injury on the man. It appeared 
that there had been ventilators to the 
hold, but they were broken some time 
ago and the holes plugged up. It was 
the duty of the Board of Trade to see 
that vessels were properly fitted with 
ventilators ; and he should like to know 
why that was not done in thiscase. As 
the sailor was not able to get compensa- 
tion under the Employers’ Liability 
Bill, it was hard on them to be injured 
in this way. They looked to the Board 
of Trade as their great-grandmother ; 
and it was a shock to them when the 
Board neglected its duty. As to life- 
boats, it was remarkable that, though 
the Board of Trade was required by 
the Merchant Shipping Act to maintain 
out of the Mercantile Marine Fund an 
efficient Lifeboat service, with proper 
crews and equipment, nothing was done. 
He said nothing against the Lifeboat 
Institutions, which had done the work 
fairly well; but he failed to see why 
seamen should have to depend entirely 
on a voluntary system. In every town 
there was a fire brigade maintained by 
the public authority ; and no one would 
think of defending our voluntary fire 
brigades. The life of the sailor was as 
good as any other man’s and as valuable 
to his wife and family. Yet in spite of 
this requirement having been on the 
Statute Book over 40 years, the Board of 
Trade now only maintained one lifeboat, 
and paid the part cost of another. 
Thousands of lives were risked every 
year on the coasts, and nothing was 
done. Probably it was because the 
sailors in the port had had no represen- 
tative of their own in Parliament. He 
hoped the Board of Trade would give 
consideration to the matter; because, 
unless they did their duty, he should 
take every opportunity of bringing. up 
the question again and again. The 
money would come out of the Mercantile 
Marine Fund, to which the Shipowners 
contributed. 

*Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal 
Green, 8.W.) said that on the Vote for 
the Salary of the President of the Board 
of Trade, he desired to call attention to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s action, con- 
templated or commenced, in regard to 


{23 Avausr 1895} 





Supply. 706 


the importation of foreign prison-made 
goods. That subject occupied a very 
prominent place in the electoral addresses 
of the supporters of the Government, and 
yet not one of them had addressed a 
question to the Government about it. 
The other night, in answer to a question, 
he was informed that the President of 
the Board of Trade had been in com- 
munication with the Secretary of State . 
for Foreign Affairs, who had communi- 
cated with foreign Governments. In 
the last Session, the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham said that this 
was a question of supreme importance ; 
that our national industries were being 
ruined ; and that it admitted of no 
delay. The whole case of the supporters 
of the Government was that these prison 
made goods could be stopped, and 
should be stopped, at the ports of Eng- 
land. But now those gentlemen began 
to appreciate the difficulties of the 
position. Instead of attempting to stop 
the importation at English ports, the 
Government were asking foreign Govern- 
ments to stop the exportation at their 
ports. Was it not evident that the same 
class of difficulties which attached to one 
course of action attached equally to the 
other—the difficulties, namely, of distin- 
guishing between goods made in prison 
and goods made elsewhere. And if we, 
who, according to the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham were so 
profoundly interested in keeping out 
these goods, either could not or would 
not prevent their importation, was it 
reasonable to expect that the Gov- 
ernments of Germany, France and 
Switzerland, who had no interest in 
the matter, would be able or willing 
to prevent their exportation. The 
case of Germany was probably the 
most important of all foreign countries. 
He did not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman was aware of the fact that 
the case as regarded Germany was com- 
plicated by these facts—that the adminis- 
tration of German prisons was not an 
Imperial affair. Theprison administration 
was in the hands of the Local Govern- 
ments of the States which composed the 
German Empire, that was to say in the 
hands of 26 separate Local Governments. 
Therefore the Foreign Office had to deal 
not with one Government, but with 26 
separate Governments. The point was 
referred to in a despatch from the Foreign 
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Office in Berlin. He (Mr. Pickersgill) 
might say parenthetically, that the 
matter had been treated by the President 
of the Local Government Board as if the 
idea of communicating with Foreign 
Governments on this question was en- 
tirely new. Most hon. Members of the 
old Parliament were aware, on the con- 
trary, that there was a somewhat bulky 
White Book which contained a large 
mass of correspondence in the past 
between our own Government and 
Foreign Governments on this subject. 
We had asked for certain information, 
and the Minister at Berlin replied :— 


‘The inquiries in the first instance have been 
limited to Prussia, and there will be some difti- 
culty in collecting the materials required even 
for ssia alone, and naturally much more if 
the erquiries are extended to the other States of 
the Empire.”’ 


If there was this extreme difficulty and 
delay in obtaining information then, how 
much greater was the prospect of pro- 
tracted delay, even assuming the German 
Government to be friendly, in securing 
the concerted action of no fewer than 26 
independent authorities} Did the 
Government think that the German 
Government would be particularly 
anxious to help it ? The German Govern- 
ment would throw upon the British 
Government the onus of excluding prison- 
made goods from its ports of entry. He 
drew this inference from the line of 
reply adopted by the German Govern- 
ment in its communications. Complaints 
had been raised, for instance, as to the 
most improper proceeding followed in 
German prisons of affixing the trade 
marks of Manchester firms to prison 
goods. The subject was investigated 
and the German Minister denied that 
the marks of Manchester firms had been 
affixed, but he admitted that the trade 
marks of foreign firms (not English) had 
been affixed to the goods; and he 
added : 


“The Prussian Minister of the Interior had 
forbidden this practice in future. The assertion 
that goods of the above description had been 
imported into England was in itself improbable 
in view of the English law of Merchandise 
Marks. If any doubt still exists in England on 
the subject the British authorities would doubt- 
less be in a position to make further investiga- 
tions at the English ports of entry. The 
Imperial Government do not feel called upon to 
make any further inquiries into the matter, 
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more especially as certain articles in Manchester 
and Birmingham papers make such unfair 
attacks on German industry that the conviction 
is forced upon us that the agitation has different 
objects than to ascertain the truth.”’ 


What was it that the German Govern- 
ment even with the best intentions in 
the world could do for us? What was 
the system of prison labour in Germany? 
Many hon. Members were aware that 
there were two main systems. The first 
was the contract labour system in which 
a man from the outside came into the 
prison and supplied the plant and the 
machinery, getting the labour of the 
convicts, and disposing of the surplus 
produce of the prison labour. According 
to the terms of the contract with the 
German Government he disposed of the 
surplus produce absolutely at his own 
discretion, subject only to the limitation 
in some cases that the produce must not 
be sold within 10 miles of the prison of 
origin. The other system was the State 
system, under which the State supplied 
the plant and the machinery and disposed 
of the surplus product to small mer- 
chants who might or might not export 
eventually; but the German Govern- 
ment had no means of being acquainted 
with the final disposition of the goods 
when the sale had been effected. There 
was now, and had long been, going on 
in the interests of German industries a 
great agitation against the product of 
the prison labour of Germany being put 
on the market, a great agitation created 
by the working men of Germany against 
the system of prison labour. But the 
German Governments had resisted the 
force of that agitation. Was it reason- 
able to suppose, therefore, that those 
Governments which had so long with- 
stood agitation would now, by prohibiting 
exportation, take action to intensify com- 
petition with their own free subjects ? 
No Government could do that ; it was 
unreasonable to ask the German Govern- 
ments to prohibit the exportation of those 
goods, while the goods, in spite of local 
agitation, were competing with the pro- 
ducts of their own free subjects. The 
only alternative, therefore, would be for 
the German Government to put an end 
absolutely to its long-standing system of 
prison industries. 

THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber has no doubt given very careful 
consideration to the action of the German 




















709 Supply. 


Government with regard to goods made 
in Germany, but I fail to see how he 
connects that action with the President 
of the Board of Trade in this matter. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: In this way. 
The right hon. Gentleman announces a 
certain policy. I am showing the abso- 
lute futility of that policy by putting 
forward reasons in regard to which it 
cannot be reasonably supposed that the 
German Government could possibly con- 
sent to the representations which the 
right hon. Gentleman is proposing to 
make. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Any change in 
the policy of the country would have to 
be carried out by Statute, and the proper 
time to discuss that question would be 
when, if ever, the right hon. Gentleman 
brings forward a Bill for that purpose. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL: The case is 
not hypothetical. I raised this question 
the other night, and I was met with a 
flourish of trumpets, characteristically, by 
the President of the Local Government 
Board, who'announced that the President 
of the Board of Trade had, through the 
Foreign Office, entered into communica- 
tions with the German Government on 
the subject. I am criticising that ad- 
ministrative act, and I am endeavouring 
to show the absolute futility of such a 
proceeding. Rightly or wrongly (the 
hon. Member continued) the German 
Governments had stood to their present 
system of prison industries. They be- 
lieved that the substitution of manufac- 
tures for the old treadmill system had a 
beneficial effect on the morality of the 
prisoners, and they regarded them as a 
most important factor in the social 
reformation of the occupants of the 
prisons. It was most unreasonable 
to suppose that the German Govern- 
ments, in addition to the practical 
difficulties he had set out, could lend an 
attentive ear to the ridiculous representa- 
tions which were going to be made to 
them. The right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham (Mr. Chamberlain) had 
attacked in a most unusual manner, I 
think I may say in a vulgar manner, 
the late President of the Board of Trade, 
sneering at him as one who received fees 
and was not able to announce a policy, 
saying that he, at all events, had a 
“ prescription ” to deal with prison-made 
goods. Now, however, the right hon. 
Gentleman and his immediate dependents 
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accepted fees to the tune of £9,000 a 
year, which was a high price to pay for 
a prescription, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues had done abso- 
lutely nothing to show what his pre- 
scription ” was like. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, he was not in 
the least surprised that the late elections 
in London and elsewhere had stimulated 
the activity of the hon. Member, and had 
roused his indignation. It was said that 
one of the great planks of the Tory 
platform at the late Election was 
the stoppage of prison-made goods. 
He pointed out to the hon. Member that 
they had the resolution of the House of 
Commons, and he thought they might be 
excused if they put that resolution into 
effect without waiting for the report of 
any Committee. He was not going into 
the subject so as to arouse the indignation 
of the hon. Member by speculating on 
what the German or any other Govern- 
ment might do. One thing was certain, 
if the Resolution was to be effectively 
carried out, it would undoubtedly require 
legislation. That was not kind of work 
they were likely to do in the present 
short Session. Then the question arose, 
were they to leave the matter altogether 
alone? The Committee had not yet 
arrived at any conclusion, but, as he had 
said, it was not necessary to wait 
for the Report of the Committee in 
order to give effect to the Resolution. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
thought that the proper course was to 
appoint the Committee, but the present 
Government did not think so. They 
regarded the Resolution as being binding 
upon them. They were unable, if they 
desired, to legislate. Surely under these 
circumstances the hon. Member might 
think it a praiseworthy thing that they 
should say to the German and other 
Governments, 


“These goods are being sold here. Do you 
think it a neighbourly thing that you should send 
them here when you prevent them going on 
your own market?” 


*Mr. PICK ERSGILL : It is absolutely 
untrue that the German Government 
prevent these goods being put on 
their own markets. They are only pro- 
hibited within 12 miles of the prison of 
origin. 

*Mr. RITCHIE : That is a limitation 
to a certain extent, but Germany is not 
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the only country which placed restric- 
tions on these goods. [‘ Hear, hear!” } 
Then he said without hesitation that 
the working classes regarded with some 
indignation the importation of goods 
made in foreign prisions ; when prison- 
made goods were not allowed in their 
own markets. [Hear, hear!” | There- 
fore it was, he thought, a praiseworthy 
step for the Government to approach 
foreign Governments in a friendly spirit 
on this matter. They had considered it 
to be their duty to enter into these 
negotiations, and, even if it were produc- 
tive of no good, there was surely no ground 
to complain. He tried in vain to ascer- 
tain from the speech of the hon. Member 
whether he was or was not in favour of the 
importation of these goods. The hon. 
Member said that Germany would snap 
its fingers at the Government, but let 
him tell the hon. Member that, if there 
was any chance of the negotiations being 
successful, speeches like his in the 
House of Commons were not likely to 
assist, but the reverse. [Cheers.] As to 
the great loss of life referred to by the hon. 
Member for Middlesbrough, it was 
deplorable. The hon. Member had made 
suggestions which were valuable, and some 
of them were at present under considera- 
tion, although he did not think they 
would have the effect he supposed. As 
to excluding foreign seamen from British 
ships, that was impossible. 

Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON said, 
that his suggestion was that all foreign 
seamen or firemen on British ships 
should understand the English language. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, that would 
practically exclude foreign seamen 
(“ No” )—well, a large number of them. 
If they tied down the merchant shipping 
industry they would drive the trade, to 
some extent, away. As to the cubic 
feet of space allowed to Lascar seamen, 
he reminded the hon. Member of the 
Indian Act, under which the space was 
much less, and it was well known that 
Lascars could make themselves happy 
and comfortable under conditions 
and circumstances which would not 
be agreeable to English sailors. 
The Merchant Shipping Act said that 
certain expenses were to be defrayed out 
of the Mercantile Marine Fund, so far 
as they were not paid by any private 
person. It was admitted that the 


National Lifeboat Society did their 
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work fairly well, and yet the hon, 
Member said— 


“Disestablish this organisation, discard their 
voluntary gifts, and put the expenses which 
they meet upon the public funds,’’ 


Such a proposition was not at all likely 
to find favour with the Committee, If 
the work were inefficiently done, if there 
were good cause of complaint, then there 
would be some grounds for the proposal, 
In answer to the hon. Member, he said 
the Merchant Shipping Act did not 
impose the duty upon the Government ; 
they found the service was provided for 
out of voluntary funds ; and it would be 
impolitic to take the matter out of the 
hands of the society. If the money were 
taken out of the Mercantile Marine 
Fund, it could only be at the expense of 
some other service, performed by the aid 
of that fund, such as the proper surveying 
of ships or the lighting of our coasts ; and 
the lighting was not so good that we could 
afford to divert money from that fund to 
purposes that were otherwise provided 
for. 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
said, he wished to ask two questions. 
The first was whether the statement 
which the right hon. Member had just 
made applied to Indian prisons, in which 
goods were made that were sent to 
foreign countries, competing with their 
industries to an extent far exceeding 
the examples which had been given of 
interference with the industries of this 
country. The second question was 
whether the Government would prohibit 
the manufacture in our Indian prisons 
of carpets for exportation. He under- 
stood that splendid carpets, made in 
Indian prisons, were to be found in one 
of the palaces of the German Emperor, 
and also in Windsor Castle, and that 
these carpets were of a quality which 
could not be produced anywhere else. 
As to the lifeboat question, it was dis- 
cussed at some length in the late 
Parliament; grievances were alleged 
with reference to the. lifeboat service, 
and abundant evidence was adduced 
to justify inquiry. The right hon. 
Gentleman would do well to give sym- 
pathetic consideration to a matter which 
so much affected the lives of sailors and 
travellers by sea. 

*Mr. J. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston) challenged the hon. Member 
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for South-west Bethnal Green (Mr. 
Pickersgill) to make the same speech 
in his own constituency. At the 
General Election no question stirred the 
working classes so much as this did. In 
his own constituency, he knew from 
personal inquiry that the mat-making 
and brush trades had been very injuriously 
affected. He looked to the Government 
to do something to stop this terrible 
mischief ; and he did not care very much 
how it was done. The President of the 
Board of Trade had a wide acquaintance 
with the men of East London, who 
wanted to earn an honest day’s pay for 
an honest day’s work. This unfair com- 
petition pressed hardly on many of them, 
and stopped it must be. It was only 
courteous that in the first instance 
representations should be made to a 
friendly Power like Germany. It would 
be bad enough that goods made in our 
own prisons should compete with honest 
free labour. The people of the United 
States did not allow a single article made 
in their own prisons to compete with 
free labour outside. There would be a 
storm of indignation in that country if 
prison-made goods entered into competi- 
tion with other goods as they did in this 
country. He looked with confidence to 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
stop this evil. As a London Member, he 
was pledged to the eyebrows that some 
steps should be taken to find a remedy, 
and to spur on the Government if they 
showed a lack of energy in dealing with 
the question. He did not say this by 
way of threat, because he believed the 
Government was the best we had 
had for some time; but he represented 
one of the poorest constituencies, in 
which this competition was very severely 
felt ; and he appealed confidently to the 
Government to find a remedy. If there 
were difficulties in the way, Statemanship 
existed for the purpose of dealing with 
them. If friendly representations failed 
some more drastic steps must be taken to 
put a stop to the evil. With a confi- 
dence, which he believed would not be 


“misplaced, he looked to the right hon. 


Gentleman to keep this matter before 
him, and by some means to stop this 
unfair competition with our own free 
honest labour. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, the President 


“of the Board of Trade had admitted 


that for his part he did not know how 
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the policy of stopping the importation of 
prison-made goods was to be carried out. 
The late Government recognised the evil 
and said they had not got a remedy. 
The right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham then said— 


“ Let the Government resign and we will find a 
remedy, but we are not going to lend our pre- 
scription while they take the fees.’’ 


He went on to say— 


“ Tt is not right or proper that the Government 
should sit there and say they have no remedy.” 


The late Opposition had now got the 
fees, and what was their prescription ? 
It was the sending of post cards or 
letters to foreign Governments, fishing 
for a remedy which they themselves were 
unable to find. [Opposition cheers]. 
The plain truth was they had no more 
policy than the late Government had 
with regard to this question. If they 
had one why did they not state it? 
Their policy was simply to write to 
foreign Governments and for a time 
stave off the demands based upon the 
expectations which had been held out 
at the General Election. The Com- 
mittee had heard with satisfaction what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said about 
railway rates, which, at all events, was 
not a Party question ; and anything he 
could do to meet the grievances com- 
plained of would be heartily appreciated 
in the constituencies. [“ Hear, hear !” 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Josrepn Cnam- 
BERLAIN, Birmingham, W.) said, there 
could not be any dispute as to what was 
the policy of the late Government on 
the importation of prison-made goods ; 
they minimised the importance of the 
question, and said the importation of 
prison-made brushes was so small that it 
could not have any injurious effect upon 
the brush trade of this country; and 
they offered to appoint a Committee, 
which was objected to on the ground 
that enquiry would involve unnecessary 
delay, while it was possible to take im- 
mediate steps to avert the mischief. 
The late Government, finding they were 
not supported by their own followers, 
reluctantly gave way and assented to the 
carrying of a Resolution which imposed 
upon them the duty of dealing imme- 
diately with the question of restricting 
the importation. The late Government 
did nothing, or, rather, they appointed 
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the Committee which had been refused 
by the House. The late Government 
had five months in which to deal with 
the matter and they did nothing; but 
this Government was expected to take 
action in a few weeks. 

Mr. DALZIEL: The prescription 
was ready. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: But there 
might be more than one, and the first 
might have to be followed by a second. 
No Government could well avoid trying 
first what could be done by amicable 
appeals to the Governments of other 
countries to consent to the cessation of a 
practice which was injuring our home 
trade. Bare courtesy required that we 
should approach other Governments, 
before we took any further steps, at all 
events to ascertain whether they were 
willing to prevent the exportation of 
prison-made goods. But the “resources 
of civilisation” were not exhausted 
oat ; and he could assure the hon. 

ember behind him that the pledge 
which he gave to his constituents, and 
which others gave in their private 
capacity, was a pledge which the Govern- 
ment was prepared to carry out. But 
in view of the fact that they had made 
representations to foreign Governments, 
it would be most improper that he should 
indicate what further steps they might 
take in case the results of those repre- 
sentations proved to be unsatisfactory. 
[ Hear, hear!”| The Government 
were quite in earnest; they had con! 
sidered how this importation might be 
restricted ; and they would take steps to 
restrict it if their present operations 
proved to be insufficient. ‘“ Hear, 
hear !” 

Mr. J. BRYCE said, that a matter 
of infinitesimal dimensions had been 
dealt with at the General Election as if 
it largely affected the trade of the 
country. He would not say anything 
that could injuriously affect the corre- 
spondence with other countries ; it would 
not be fair to the Government to do so ; 
and he could not say that at that moment 
they were entitled to ask the Govern- 
ment to say what their further remedy 
was to be. As to the Committee which 
he appointed, he believed it was a 
necessary Committee, composed of im- 
partial and capable men whose enquiries 
were likely to throw light on the subject. 
It was appointed, not merely to ascertain 


Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
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the extent to which prison-made goods 
were imported, but also what measures 
could be taken to stop them; and the 
Government were quite entitled to say 
they would wait for the Report of that 
Committee. Any Bill they could bring 
in this Session would be of a tentative 
kind. The whole matter had been dealt 
with in a way which was out of propor- 
tion to its importance. As he had said 
before, there were only one or two trades, 
and those not important ones, that were 
in any way affected. That conclusion 
would be arrived at by any one who 
read the correspondence which had been 
presented to the House. He believed 
the injury done to the brush trade was 
extremely small. The importation af- 
fected one or two trades only, and, as 
far as he could ascertain, the possibility 
of dealing with the evil, sucu as it was, 
by restrictive measures, involved con- 
sequences disproportionate to any evil 
sought to be removed. Therefore the 
opportunity of commenting on the tactics 
pursued at the General Election would 
arise again, when probably they would 
have the further prescriptions of the 
Government before them. 

CotonEL HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central) said, that hon. Mem- 
bers opposite had exhibited a new-born 
interest in the question which they did 
not manifest in February, when he 
carried the Resolution, on which the late 
Government ought to have taken action 
at once. They appointed a Committee 
and did nothing. 

Mr. BRYCE: Enquiries were being 
made all the time. 

CotoneEn HOWARD VINCENT: 
Enquiries! What enquiries ? 

Mr. BRYCE: With the result of 
showing, among other things, that a 
brush, which the hon. and gallant 
Member displayed here as being prison- 
made, was not made in prison at all. 
[Loud laughter. 

CoLoNEL OWARD VINCENT 
asked why he was told that now for the 
first time? Why was not that allega- 
tion brought before the Committee? He 
traversed the statement now made as 
being directly contrary to fact. No 
question was raised in the Committee as 
to the origin of that brush which he 
produced in the House. This, however, 
was not a personal question between 
himself and the right hon. Member for 
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Aberdeenshire ; it was a question of the 
injury done to British trade by the 
importation of the labour of foreign 
convicts. The Committee was appointed 
in defiance of the House of Commons, 
Colonel Bridgman, who then sat for 
Bolton, did all he could to secure that 
the Committee should sit every day, in 
order that information might be obtained 
quickly ; but the late Government did not 
sympathise with this object. Now, the 
late President of the Board of Trade 
told them that this was an infinitesimal 
matter, and that the injury to British 
trade was extremely small. What did he 
know about it? If he knew all about 
it, why did he appoint the Committee? 
If he had so much information, why did 
he not lay the facts before the Committee? 
Had the right hon. Member read the 
Report of the Committee? No. It was 
appointed to gain time. It sat as seldom 
as possible, and called as many witnesses 
as possible, and everything was done to 
stave off inquiry and prevent the late 
Government acting on the unanimous 
Resolution of the House of Commons. 
The Member for North-East Bethnal 
Green had developed an interest in the 
matter because he found how much it 
was appreciated by his constituents, 
and another good reason was the ex- 
tremely narrow majority by which he 
wasreturned to this Parliament. [ Cheers. | 
He, himself, was convinced that the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade was genuine 
and sincere when he said he was deter- 
mined to deal with this question. In his 
address to the electors of West Bristol, 
he said that the immigration of pauper 
aliens and the importation of foreign 
prison-made goods were questions of 
pressing importance. The House must 
therefore put the fullest confidence in 
his dealing with this question, and was 
he to be blamed because, in conjunction 
with the Prime Minister, the first day 
he went to the Board of Trade he tried 
by friendly negotiations to stop the im- 
portation of prison-made goods? On the 
contrary, he was deserving of every 
praise, and those who represented the 
trades deeply affected were extremely 
grateful to him and the Prime Minister 
for the zeal they had shown. The Re- 
port of the Committee, and the evidence 
given before it, would show that this was 
not a small matter. It might affect 
comparatively few trades, but those 
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trades were suffering severely by the im- 
portation of prison-made goods. Many 
were unable to obtain employment, or 
only earning 5s. or 6s. a week with the 
greatest difficulty. Yet the right hon. 
Member for Aberdeen said this was a 
matter of infinitesimal importance. It 
was a growing trade which must be 
stopped. The present Government would 
stop it, and do that which the late 
Government failed to do. 

*Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.) re- 
marked that it had been said that during 
the recent Elections no question had 
stirred the hearts of the working men 
of London like this of the importation 
of prison-made goods. Then they must 
have been a pigeon-hearted lot. What 
did this great electioneering cry “ boil 
down” to? It was to be solved either 
by a Committee of the House taking 
evidence, or the Government writing 
polite notes to foreign Governments. 
When the Committee on the subject re- 
ported, it would be found that a moun- 
tain had been made of a mole-hill. 
This importation did not affect our trades 
or industries, except in the smallest de- 
gree. The hon. Member went on to 
draw attention to the salaries of in- 
spectors of railways. They seldom visited 
Ireland, and through their imperfect 
supervision the Scull and Skibbereen 
and Tralee and Dingle Railways were 
a disgrace. After the former line was 
passed by Major Hutchinson, of the 
Board of Trade, the permanent way was 
so badly laid and ballasted that exaspe- 
rated travellers often had to get out and 
push the trains on. Owing to the steep 
gradients on the Tralee and Dingle line, 
a terrible accident occurred soon after 
the line was opened, by which several 
persons were killed and others injured. 
The effect of the. accident was to smash 
the rolling stock, and damages were 
claimed against the Company which 
ultimately fell upon the barony and 
plunged it into hopeless debt. The con- 
sequence to the barony had been very 
serious, and he hoped that the matter 
would receive the careful attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade. This line had 
been opened under the authority of a 
Government officer, with the result that 
thisaccident had occurred and the barony 
had had to suffer for his neglect or 
incompetence. In the circumstances he 
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did not think that it would be unfair to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to put some 
pressure upon the Treasury to take steps 
to relieve this unfortunate barony 
from the debt in which they were in- 
volved through no fault of their own. 
He should also like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman a question as to the present 
condition of the Fastnet lighthouse. 
Some three or four months ago a 
promise was made by the late Govern- 
ment that the matter should be inquired 
into. He did not press the right hon. 
Gentleman for any specific declaration 
on that occasion with regard to this 
subject, but he desired to impress upon 
him that the question was of great im- 
portance, seeing that the lighthouse to 
which he referred was the last that 
ships sighted on leaving these shores 
for America, and was the first that they 
saw on their return voyage across the 
Atlantic. The lighthouse was placed on 


@ very dangerous coast, and therefore he 
hoped that the best attention of the 
Department would be given to its con- 
dition. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said, that he only rose for 


the purpose of making one or two 
observations on the subject of the im- 
portation of foreign prison-made goods. 
That Committee had no right to intefere 
with the importation of foreign goods of 
any kind. He objected to any restric- 
tion whatever being placed upon the 
rights of the British consumer to purchase 
goods in the cheapest market. He 
recollected the time when upon exactly 
the same grounds objection had been 
made to the importation of foreign sugar 
in respect of which a bounty was 
aid. 

*The CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 
I must remind the: hon. Gentleman 
that he must confine his remarks to 
matters connected with the action of the 
President of the Board of Trade. This 
has been a very wide discussion, covering 
a great number of subjects, and I must 
ask the hon. Gentleman to conform to 
my ruling. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said that he 
had no intention of running counter to 
the Chairman’s ruling, and therefore he 
would not pursue the subject. 

*Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
said, that he desired to call the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to the importation 


Mr. J. C. Flynn. 
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of impure petroleum and paraffin oil 
which was a source of great danger to 
the community. <A large quantity of 
that oil was of an impure character, 
and was consequently most dangerous, 
and within the last few weeks a very 
serious explosion had occurred from its 
use in the town of Elphin, near were he 
lived in which two lives were lost and 
several people were injured. He had 
been told that the Home Office had no 
control over the importation of such oil 
and therefore he now addressed himself 
to the right hon. Gentleman, the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade. 

Mr. RITCHIE: The matter does 
not come within the cognizance of my 
Department. The Board of Trade has 
nothing to do with it. 

*Mr. TULLY said that the Board of 
Trade was bound to deal with such 
matters under the Act of 1879. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I can cnly repeat 
that my Department has nothing to do 
with the matter. 

*Mr. TULLY was proceeding to 
discuss the question further when—— 

*The CHAIRMAN : I think that the 
hon. Gentleman must make it quite 
clear in the first place that the Board 
of Trade is concerned in this matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman, the President 
of the Board of Trade, speaking with 
full authority, has said thav the Board of 
Trade has nothing to do with the subject. 
I must ask the hon. Gentleman to 
prove by quoting the words of an Act 
of Parliament that the Department is 
responsible for the importation of this 
dangerous oil; otherwise I must rule 
that his remarks are out of order. 

*Mr. TULLY said that he would read 
the principal provisions of the existing 
Acts of 1871, 1879, and 1881, which 
were as follows :— 


“(1) Petroleum is defined to include any rock 
oil, Rangoon oil, Burmah oil, oil made from 
petroleum, coal, schist, shale, peat or other 
bituminous substances, any products of petro- 
leum, or any of the above-mentioned oils (1871, 
Section 3); while petroleum, to which the Act 
applies, is defined to mean not all petroleum (in 
the ordinary sense of the word), as it has done 
in the former Acts (see ante), but only such 
petroleum as gives off, when tested by the D bel 
close test, an inflammable vapour at less than 
73° Fahrenheit (Act of 1879). (2) A detailed 
system of testing is provided, whereby the 
degree of inflammability is to be determined 
(1879, Schedule 1). (8) The owner or master 
of every ship carrying petroleum to which the 
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Act applies is required to give notice to the 
harbour authority on entering any harbour 
(1871, Section 5). All harbour authorities are 
required to frame and submit for confirmation 
b 


the Board of Trade by-laws regulating the 
loose of mooring of ships carrying petroleum, 
and the places where they are to land their 
cargoes, and the times, modes of, and precau- 
tion to be taken on such landing. The Board 
of Trade have power on default of any harbour 
authority to make by-laws (1881, Section 4).’’ 


THe CHAIRMAN : That refers solely 
to the control of ships carrying petro- 
leum. 


*Mr. TULLY said it went further. 
He contended that the Act had been 
evaded, and that oil of an illegal and 
inferior description was being admitted. 
In Tuam, for instance, a few months 
ago, @ house was burned through the 
inferior quality of oil in a lamp, and the 
safety of the entire town endangered. 
A lady had been killed this week at 
Cleffoney, in the County Sligo, from the 
same cause. 


Toe CHAIRMAN, interposing, said, 
that as far as he had been able to gather, 
the section quoted by the hon. Member 
referred entirely to the control of ships 
arriving with petroleum on board. If 
the hon. Gentleman had any case of 
that sort to refer to, he might be in 
order ; but the general control of petro- 
leum did not rest with the Board of 
Trade. 


*Mr. TULLY said that he had raised 

the question upon this Vote because he 
had consulted the authorities and had 
been told that it arose under the Vote 
for the Board of Trade. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that it was a 
very natural error into which the hon. 
Member had fallen. The Board of 
Trade had to control the bye-laws of the 
harbour authorities, but, once those by- 
laws were approved, all connection with 
the Board of Trade ceased ; the ad- 
ministration of bye-laws being in the 
control of the local authority. 

*Mr. TULLY urged that the Board 
“d Trade had power to enforce the by- 
aws. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that his depart- 

ment had no power to enforce the by- 
laws. This and other departments 
having once approved of bye laws, it 
lay with the local authority to carry 
them out. 
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*Mr. TULLY thought that the Board 
of Trade ought, in any event, to be 
responsible, for it was their fault for 
giving effect to bad by-laws. [Cheers.] 

Tor CHAIRMAN: Any question 
of administration of by-laws cannot 
possibly be dealt with on this Vote. I 
would refer the hon. Member (Mr. 
Tully) to Section 7 of the Act which 
he quoted to me, in which it is distinctly 
laid down that the regulations with 
regard to the storage of petroleum fall 
within the control of the local authority. 
I must therefore rule any further dis- 
cussion of this subject to be out of order. 

Mr. {LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
District) desired to know whether the 
Board of Trade were prepared to appoint 
a labour correspondent for North Wales, 
where there were at present no statistics 
with regard to labour movements, wages, 
and matters generally affecting the 
capital and labour in that part of 
country. He trusted that the President 
of the Board of Trade would be able togive 
some satisfactory answer with regard to 
that question. He thought it important 
that labour correspondents should be 
appointed in all parts. Proceeding to 
deal with the administration of fore- 
shores by the Board of Trade, he re- 
marked that he had raised the question 
last year, and thought he elicited a 
distinct promise that the foreshores 
should not be alienated without prior 
notice to the local authorities. At Car- 
diff and Swansea, for instance, he knew 
of very valuable foreshores being sold to 
strangers, without the local authorities 
having had the option to acquire them. 
He raised the question again now, 
because he believed that the under- 
taking which he elicited from the Depart- 
ment last year had not been carried out. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Ritchie) for an absolute undertaking 
that orders should be given to the 
representatives of his Department not to 
sell foreshores without first giving the 
local authorities the option of acquiring 
them. No substantial part of the revenue 
of the Board of Trade was, he asserted, 
derived from these alienations. His own 
view was that it was a mistaken policy 
to part with foreshores at all. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] He knew that replies had 
been returned by the Board of Trade to 
lied to 
lease the foreshores that the Department 

2E 
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did not part with them to local authori- 
ties, who, without having rights over the 
foreshore were without the power of 
enforcing regulations of order or even 
of decency at some watering-places. 
He desired to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade, first, whether he would 
give positive instructions that foreshores 
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| and he knew that he was doing his best 
|to find a Correspondent who would be 
satisfactory. With regard to the fish- 
eries he understood that the administra- 
tion of fisheries lay in the hands of 
local authorities. As to the ques. 
tion of the foreshore, it was the in- 
|variable practice of the Board of 


should not be parted with to adjoining Trade to approach the local authority 
owners, or other private proprietors, | before any alienation took place, and 
without giving a prior option to the| nothing was done until they were con- 
local authorities to purchase them, or to| vinced that it would be in the public 
lease them, if only for a short term, or|interest. If the hon. Member had any 
from year to year. Secondly, he would | particular case which he desired to put 
ask whether, in watering-places and small | before him he would be glad to inquire 
towns, he would give instructions to|into it. In regard to the question raised 


representatives of Departments to enable by the hon. Member who had just sat. 


the local authorities to acquire leases of |down he would see whether the omission 
the foreshores, this being the only possible | in regard to agriculture in Wales could 
way in which those authorities could) be remedied. 

enforce order thereon. The third point | I eto Me: L 
which he wanted to call attention to| ay a oe ea peas 

was that of the inspectors fisheries.| *Mr. RITCHIE said, he was afraid he 
He was not complaining that the sum/could give no information as to the 
allotted to them was too large. On the | Indian carpet trade. 

contrary, he was sorry that the Govern-| Mr. LOUGH said, he must point out 
ment had not made it larger. But, as|the unsatisfactory position .the Govern- 
at present conducted, this inspection of|ment took up upon this question. This 
fisheries was a perfect farce. In the last | trade was infinitely more important than 


report of the inspectors of fisheries, he | the brush trade which existed in England 
found that about the only thing they had | and other countries. 


done in regard to fresh-water fisheries was| Tue CHAIRMAN said, the hon. 
that they had sanctioned the imposition | Member was not in order in making an 
of licences in two or three cases. 


was about all. He would like to know 
whether the President of the Board of 
Trade would do something to make the 
inspection much more real than it was 
at present. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 


That | attack upon the Indian Government on 


this Vote. 

Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE said, the right 
hon. Gentleman had not answered him 
with regard to the granting of leases of 
the foreshore. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, he would inquire 





bigh, W.), said, that in the column) into it. 

with regard to the agricultural condition} Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE referred to 
of the various districts throughout the | the question of harbour accommodation 
kingdom there was no information as to in the western fishery districts. 

the agricultural condition of Wales. He| *Mr. RITCHIE said, if the hon. 
urged that the question of inspection of | Member had some particular place in 
fisheries was one of practical importance | view and would make representations 
in Wales. jabout it he would inquire into the 
*Mr. RITCHIE said, that as to the first | matter. The policy of the Government 
point which had been raised the Board|in regard to these harbours had been 
of Trade were not at all responsible ;|not that they should contribute money 
their inspectors saw that the rolling|for the harbours, but that they should 
stock was sufficient, but with regard to the | make advances to the local authorities, 


gradient of the line they had no authority 
whatever. As to the question of a Labour 
Correspondent inNorth Wales he had not 
lost sight of the matter, and had been in 
communication with the head of the De- 
partment in connection with the matter, 


Mr. Lloyd George. 


or in some cases to companies, at a low 
rate of interest, to enable them to make 
the harbour required for fishery accom- 
modation. Where there was a primé 
facie case he would certainly send down 
an inspector. 
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*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
District) thanked the right hon. Gentle- 
man for his promise with regard to the 
appointment of a Labour Correspondent 
in North Wales. He (the speaker) had 
raised the question repeatedly in the 
House, and he was gratified to find that 
at last his representations would receive 
attention. With regard to the distribu- 
tion of the ‘‘ Labour Gazette,” he asked 
that the publication should be placed in 
Library of the House. 

Mr. LOUGH said, the right hon. 
Gentleman had addressed a remonstrance 
to a Foreign Government about their 
prisons when in our prisons some of the 
very same work was carried on, and he 
thought such a remonstrance was a very 
extraordinary step for a Government 
to take. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR pointed out that 
there were four Assistant Secretaries, 
whose salary was £1,000, rising to 
£1,200 per annum. One of these 
gentlemen had received £300 from the 
Mersey Dock Board, and, he thought, 
the Government were entitled to the 
whole of their services. If the Board 


of Trade wished to impose additional 


work on them, and the work was worth 
more money, that would be a different 
matter, but the present system, he con- 
tended, was altogether bad. He criti- 
cised the appointments held under this 
Vote. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said it was not un- 
common for a man to receive a personal 
allowance which, when the office became 
vacant, did not necessarily attach to that 
particular office. 

Mr. WETR contended that the present 
system was one of favouritism. 

*Mr. RITCHIE hoped the Committee 
would agree to the Vote. The matters 
referred to by the hon. Member were not | 
such as could be considered while the | 
present occupants held their offices. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banff 
shire) called attention to the great 
cost of obtaining Provisional Orders 
for harbour improvements. It was 
extremely unsatisfactory that a 
large portion of the money collected 
to improve harbours should be taken for 
fees and legal expenses before one 
penny was spent in carrying out the 
objects of the Provisional Order. The 
Scotch Fishery Board, he believed, felt 
very strongly in the matter. They had 
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a small allowance from Parliament to 
assist in maintaining and providing small 
harbours, and in trying to administer 
this money to the best advantage in any 
particular case they were met at the out- 
set by large legal expenses. He believed 
a large part of the expense charged was 
absolutely unnecessary, and he was con- 
fident that if the Board of Trade would 
undertake to carry through the Pro- 
visional Orders, great saving might be 
effected. The money to improve harbours 
was obtained in sixpences and half-crowns 
from the hard-working fishing population, 
and the people naturally complained when 
they found that much of the money went 
into the pockets of the lawyers in obtain- 
ing the Provisional Order. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would give the 
Committee an assurance that he would 
look into the matter. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, that under the 
circumstances the hon. Gentleman would 
not expect him to make a long state- 
ment on the matter. The Provisional 
Order system was set upto cheapen the 
mode of obtaining an Act of Parliament, 
and so long as Acts of Parliament were 
required, certain formalities would have 
to be gone through. He had not been 
long enough at the Board of Trade to 
ascertain the nature of the charges in 
connection with that Department, but he 
would undertake to look into the matter. 

Mr. WEIR said, he wished again to 
express the hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman would give his attention to 
the matter of personal and special allow- 
ances made to certain officials, and would 
endeavour to put a stop to the unsatis- 
factory system as soon as possible. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said, he had not been 
sufficiently long at the Board of Trade to 
enable him to express any strong views 
on the question. He did not wish to say 
anything that might appear to reflect 


'on what had taken place, or to give 


promises which he might not be able to 
carry out; but the hon. Member might 
be assurred that, having brought the 
matter under his notice, he would give 
attention to it. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.) said, he wished to draw atten- 
tion to an item in the Estimates 
in connection with the Labour De- 
partment of the Board of Trade, which 
he was surprised had not attracted the 
notice of hon. Members. He referred to 
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a charge of £3,700, stated to be “ Allow- 
ance tothe Comptroller for remuneration to 
skilled investigations, and for clerk hire.” 
The sum did not appear in the Estimates 
for last year, and absolutely no explana- 
tion of the item was given in the present 
Estimates. He understood that the sum 
was allowed to an official, himself in the 
Civil Service, and in receipt of a salary, 
for the engagement of clerks from the 
outside, who were not in the Civil Ser- 
vice, and who became really the personal 
clerks of the Comptroller. He objected 
to this system as very unsatisfactory and 
open to great injustice. 

Mr. BRYCE said, this was a matter 
that came under his cognizance when he 
was President of the Board of Trade, and 
he might explain that the money was 
incurred in connection with the Labour 
Department, because it was found 
necessary to engage the services of 
experts and men of special qualifications 
outside the Civil Service. The Depart- 
ment was a new one, and in the opening 
work it was desirable to obtain excep- 
tional skilled aid. At the same time he was 
ready to admit that the principle acted 
on in this case was one that should not 


be extended. 
Mr. A. O'CONNOR said, that if he 


thought the arrangement was merely a 
temporary one in connection with the 
Labour Department he should have 
nothing more to say ; but he found that 
the same system had been going on, 
and was growing in the Bankruptcy 
Department of the Board of Trade. 


Dr. TANNER rose to speak, when 


Mr. RITCHIE appealed to the Com- 
mittee to now allow the Vote to be 
taken. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid.) 
said, he was very anxious to draw atten- 
tion to the medical arrangements on 
board our mercantile ships. The question 
was a very important one, affecting the 
lives and health of seamen and _pas- 
sengers, and though he had no wish to 
delay the Vote, he was anxious that the 
matter should not be lost sight of. He 
had brought it before the House several 
times, but he would gladly remain con- 
tent on the present occasion if the right 
hon. Gentleman would give him an 
assurance that he would direct his atten- 
tion to the matter. 


Mr. Arthur O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 728 
Mr. RITCHIE said, he should be 
delighted to confer with the hon. Gentle. 


man in order to see whether anything 
could be done in the matter. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote for £21,000 to complete 
the sum for the Mercantile Marine Fund 
(Grant in Aid), 


Mr. WEIR asked for information 
with regard to an item of £500 for fees; 
and, 


Mr. RITCHIE said, he should be glad 
to supply the hon. Member with the 
information on Report, but he could not 
do so then, and he again appealed to the 
Committee to allow the Vote to pass. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £16 to complete the 
sum for the Bankruptcy Department of 
the Board of Trade, 


Mr. WEIR expressed the hope that 
the President of the Board of Trade and 
his Department would give more atten- 
tion than had been given hitherto to 
cases of improper management of public 
companies. When the criminal prosecu- 
tion of directors was advisable, he hoped 
there would be no hesitation in taking 
proceedings. The affairs of the Bank of 
the River Plate were, he believed, still 
in the Official Receiver’s hands. The 
Secretary of State for India was a 
director of that Bank, which came such 
a crash. In his opinion, Members of 
the Government who were in the receipt 
of salaries ought not to be associated 
with public companies. 


Dr. TANNER asked for an explana 
tion of the increase of the item for the 
Inspector General’s Office in Bankruptcy. 
The increase amounted to £332. 


Mr. RITCHIE said that, in a large 
department like the Inspector General's 
Office, a variation of £300 in an expen 
diture of £13,500 was not a variation 
justifying much complaint. The employ- 
ment of one additional clerk would 
account for the variation. The increas®, 
he might point out, was more than 
counterbalanced by a saving of £600 in 
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another direction. Taking the Estimate 
practically as a whole, it was this year 
the same as last. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £64,029, to complete 
the sum for Board of Agriculture, 


*Mr. H. LEWIS strongly complained 
that sufficient money was not expended 
on agricultural education in the Princi- 
pality of Wales. The evidence given 
before the Royal Commission on Agri- 
culture had shown that that industry 
was in an extremely depressed condition 
in Wales. He thought a good deal 
could be done to mitigate agricultural 
depression by making proper provision 
for agricultural education. He did not 
put this forward as a panacea for agri-| 
cultural distress, but he said the experi-| 
ence of other countries amply proved 
that in agricultural education they had 
found, if not altogether a panacea, at all 
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and other institutes of a similar character 
which weresubsidised by the Government. 
The work done by the Government of 


| Finland in this respect had stimulated 


private societies to do an immense 
amount of work in the same direction. 
An agricultural interest had been estab- 


| lished, consisting of anumber of specialists 


experienced in all branches of agriculture, 
and whose knowledge was always at the 
service of everyone engaged in agriculture, 
thereby rendering inestimable services 
to the farming community. There were 
also five agricultural chemical and seed 
stations in various parts of the country, 
where, for a small sum, soil, manure and 
fodder could be analysed, and where 
the peasantry could watch practical 
experiments in every branch of agricul- 
ture. That was an example of what 
could be done in a small country by 
the Government for the promotion of 
agriculture, and he ventured to impress 
on the right hon. Gentleman the advi- 


events a very great measure of alleviation |sability of doing something in the 


and relief of the agricultural distress 
from which they had suffered. In Bangor 
College, where agricultural education | 
had been commenced, a great amount. 
of good work had already been done. 
Good progress in agricultural education 
had been made in Wales, but owing to 
the lack of adequate Government support 
it did not compare in the slightest 
degree with the value of the work 
done in the same direction in Finland, 
a country which resembled Wales in 
point of population. Not very long) 
ago Finland, from the agricultural | 
point of view, was on the verge of 
ruin. The methods of agriculture were 
extremely primitive, and the tenants 
who had purchased their holdings did 
not receive on an average one per cent. 
on their outlay. The Finnish Diet took 
the matter in hand, and established 
no less than 16 agricultural schools, 18 
dairy farming schools, 2 schools of horti- 
culture, a school of forestry, and also an 
institute of forestry. They had not one 
agricultural school in Wales; in dairy- 
farming schools they were outstripped by 
Finland ; they had no school of horti- 
culture or of forestry, nor had they an 
institute of forestry. There were also 
in Finland a grooms school in which those | 
who devoted themselves to the breeding 
of horses received theoretical and prac- 





tical instruction ; a cattle-breeders’ school, 


same direction for Wales. If the 
Government were pledged to anything 
they were committed to support agricul- 
ture in every possible way. He hoped, 
therefore, the Minister for Agriculture 
would be able to see his way to very 
largely increase the grants that had 
hitherto been made to agricultural 
colleges in Wales. The work done by 
those colleges had been such as to justify 
the confidence of the right hon, Gentle- 
man’s Department, which had been ex- 
pressed in the most unmistakable manner 
again and again. Bangor had been the 
pioneer in this good movement, and the 
work done there had assisted the Govern- 
ment to make up its mind to help similar 
institutes in other parts of the country. 
The unhappy state of agriculture de- 
manded that a great deal more should be 
done for agricultural education, and 
having regard to the excellent work 
done in that way in continental countries, 
and the great benefits that accrued 
therefrom to the people, he trusted the 
right hon. Gentleman would give the 
matter his most serious attention. 

*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said, he 
would support the appeal made by the 
hon. Member who had just sat down, 
but he would give it a more extended 
application. What the hon. Member 
said with regard to Wales might be said 
with regard to the whole of the United 
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Kingdom. They heard much about | was that the Danes, a people very similar 
agricultural depression ; he believed that | to ourselves, very much our own race, 
it existed, but it existed much more in| had for years had a system of agricul: 
the south of England, in Wales, and in| tural education, and the outcome of that 
parts of Ireland than it did in Scotland. | was seen as the outcome of all kinds of 
But he thought that throughout the! technical education amongst intelligible 
whole kingdom much advantage would people, was seen in decidedly beneficial, 
accrue from a well considered system of | practical, profitable results. The figures 
agricultural education. How was it) with regard to Danish butter should be 
that while they heard so much of agri-| proclaimed in every agricultural news- 
cultural depression, more particularly | paper ; and at every agricultural meeting 
with regard to the county of Essex, | agricultural members should endeavour 
that there were several classes of imports | toimpressthese figures upon their hearers, 
of agricultural produce from the con-| Year after year during the few years he 
tinent of Europe which were not only | had sat in the House, he heard a con- 
steadily but very largely increasing? He) tinually increasing volume of declamation 
had just taken the figures from the|with regard to agricultural depression. 
Statistical Abstract with regard to the| What did they find with regard to 
article of butter. They show that the| Denmark? So recently as 1892 the 
imports in 1892 were in value | exports of Danish butter to this coun- 
£11,935,190 ; in 1893 they had in-|try were only £4,848,735. He said 
creased by three-quarters of a million to| “only,” but that in itself in the year 
£12,753,593, and last year they had|was a very large and very remarkable 
risen to £13,470,419, being an increase|sum. But in the following. year, 1893, 
of £1,500,000 in these three years. | it had increased to £5,278,875, and last 
Taking the total of our imports from the | year it reached £5,843,954, being an in- 


Continent of Europe, butter, margarine, 
cheese and eggs, for these three years, 
they had increased from £24,859,576 to 
£25,768,657. Now surely there must 
be something wrong there. Could this 
be anything but a reproach to the agri- 
culture of England? What was 
there in the circumstances of Essex, and 
other counties not far from the metro- 
polis, whose consumption of these articles 
was enormous, what reason was there in 
nature why the agriculturists of Essex 
and these other districts should not at 
least be equal to the agriculturists of 
Denmark, of Sweden, and of France 
who had to pay the cost of export from 
their own country, and all the charges of 
conveyance and commission, and yet who 
were able to take the market for these 
articles of production from our -local 
agriculturists. The hon. Gentleman had 
alluded to the advantages derived in 
Finland from the system of agricultural 
education established there. Take the 
case of Denmark. While they heard, 
and he very much regretted to hear, com- 
plaints from the representatives of Ire- 
land of the diminution both in the pro. 


duction and the demand for Irish butter | 


and the very low prices obtained in the 
Cork market, how was it that Danish 


butter commanded the very best price in | 


all the English markets? 
Sir John Leng. 


The answer 


crease of almost precisely one million 
|sterling in the exports of butter alone 
from that little country to the United 
| Kingdom. Not only had we that illus- 
| tration of the advantages of agricultural 
|education, but we had a similar one in 
our own great Dominion of Canada, 
They had in recent years devoted especial 
attention to the production of cheese; 
they had applied the factory system in 
regard to milk; they had taken the 
best qualities of English and Scotch 
cheese, and had endeavoured to work up 
'to them, and he was informed by those 
who dealt in these articles that they even 
surpassed our own best makers, with the 
result that the value of Canadian cheese 
imported, increased from £2,493,625 in 
1892 to £2,688,946 last year. If Den- 
mark could send increasing quantities of 
butter ; if Canada could send increasing 
quantities of cheese, and if along with 
these we imported such large values as 
upwards of three millions sterling worth 
of margarine and three and three-quarter 
millions worth of eggs, was there not 
room for English and Welsh and Irish 
farmers to recover these markets, and 
by their increased skill, and by their 
application to regain what we ought 
never to have lost? There was too great 
an inclination, and he was sorry it was 
‘far too often encouraged in the House, 
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always to be appealing to the Hercules 
of the State to draw the cart out of the 
rut into which it had fallen. There 
should be truth spoken ; there should be 
honesty and candour in dealing with our 
agriculturists, and in telling them to 
look to themselves, to rely more upon 
their own intelligence and on their own 
thrift, because he feared that very much 
of the depression of which they heard 
was owing to the common tenant-farmer 
apeing too much the manners and habits 
of the landed proprietor : going day after 
day throughout the week to all the 
neighbouring markets, and joining the 
hunt in the huntingseason ; his daughters 
playing the piano and going to the 
county balls. [Laughter.) Yes, he 
believed these were facts. The present 
class of farmers, and farmers’ wives and 
daughters, were not such as they were 
30 or 40 or 50 yearsago. They needed to 


go back to their kitchens, and to their 
dairies, and to look after their poultry 
more than they had done, and if they 
did that he believed we should hear much 
less of agricultural depression. 


He had 
alluded to the progress of Canada with 
regard to the production of cheese. But 
we owed very much to the people 
of that great Dominion. Most of 
them were our brothers. They were 
akin to us ; they were part of our own 
race and our own people, and the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture probably 
knew to what he was about to allude. 
He was there to declare, in face of the 
House and of the country, that the 
Dominion of Canada, the Government of 
that Dominion, and more especially the 
able Minister of its Agricultural Depart- 
ment, had not received justice, either 
from the late Government, to which on 
this question he spoke as frankly and as 
firmly as he intended to speak now 
to the Government opposite, or from 
the present President of the Board of 
Agriculture. He said, speaking earnestly 
and with conviction, that he never had 
believed and he did not believe that 
there was any real and solid ground for 
the exclusion of Canadian cattle from 
this country. This Scheduling Order for 
the compulsory slaughter of many splen- 
did animals at the port of landing was 
an injury to the great body of agricul- 
turists throughout the country, who 
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would be the better to have the example. 
And it was especially an injury to the 
agriculturists on the east coast of England 
—Norfolk and Suffolk—and, more par- 
ticularly, to those great, enterprising, 
and, in the face of the agricultural 
depression, thriving counties — the 
counties of Perth, Forfar and Aberdeen 
—which had thriven very much through 
the intelligence of their tenant-farmers, 
and whom, while they were talking about 
agricultural depression, they were injur- 
ing as much as they could by depriving 
them of the steady and large profits 
which they had made from the impor- 
tation of store cattle, which they were 
willing to undertake, with all its alleged 
risk, declaring that they did not believe 
there was any risk whatever in the im- 
portation of these cattle. He did not 
know that the right hon. Gentleman had 
had time since he entered on his present 
position to read a document which he 
(Sir John Leng) commended to his care- 
ful consideration. He feared it was too 
much the case with all right hon. Gentle- 
men who sat on the Treasury Bench, 
whether it was manned by those who 
were now in Opposition, or by those who 
now occupied it, to lean too entirely and 
exclusively on the opinions and guidance 
of the heads of their departments. If 
he were in a similar position, he would 
give the greatest respect and attention 
and consideration to whatever the per- 
manent officials said, but he would at the 
same time apply his own careful judg- 
ment and consideration, and he should 
think he was in duty bound, in the 
interests of the country, to exercise an 
independent and a judicial discretion 
upon their views. He would not weary 
the House by reading any lengthened 
extracts from the Report signed by Mr. 
Angers, the Canadian Minister of Agri- 
culture, dated January 31st, 1895. He 
might just mention one or two points 
from it. It set forth that the total 
number of neat cattle shipped from 
Canada to this country since 1880 was 
1,393,589, and that there had been found, 
in the case of about a dozen animals out 
of 193,860 slaughtered at the port of 
landing since the fall of 1892, certain 
lesions which the Board of Agriculture 
in this country held to be indicative of 
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pleuro-pneumonia. 
say :— 

“That the lesions stated to have been found 
on the lungs of animals after lanling in Eng- 
land or Scotland, after having been carried, in 
some cases, from the north-west plains of 


But it went on to 


Canada, near the base of the Rocky Mountains, | 


a distance of between 2.000 and 3,000 miles 
to the seaport, subject during such carriage to 
detention arising out of waiting for railway 
connections, the animals being sometimes con- 
fined for several days in stockyards before 
embarkation, and necessarily packed in close 
compartments on shipboard, where sometimes, 
despite the utmost care under the regulations, 
they are in some weathers subject to insufficient 
ventilation and other forms of hardship, it 
heing only after the animals have endured such 
trials that the lesions in question can be 
discovered.” 

The Report goes on to assert that the 
result of these travelling difficulties was 
to produce what was known as “ transit 
pneumonia ;” that that transit pneu- 
monia, though having very similar 
appearances to pleuro-pneumonia, yet 
was essentially different, there being 
all the difference between an ordinary 
case of a bad cold and contagious influ- 
enza ; that the injury was confined to 
the cattle; that it would not infect or 
affect other cattle. There was one case, 
the Parkhill-Londores case, in which it 
was alleged—though Scotch experts and 
Scotch veterinaries had steadily and con- 
sistently asserted that the allegation was 
inaccurate and without good grounds— 
that a neighbouring animal was infected. 
The Report concluded very much in these 
words :— 

It has never in any part of the Dominion 
been known; no trace of it even has been or 
can be discovered. This declaration is made 
after very earnest special search by veterinaries 
employed for the purpose by the Canadian 
Government.” 

That was the view of the Canadian 
Government. Scotch feeders relied 
upon the opinions of their able 
veterinarians, who, in point of pro- 
fessional skill and ability, would, as 
all Scotchmen did in their various pro- 
fessions, rank in the very first class, 
and yet their opinions had been treated 
with something like scorn and contempt, 
not by the right hon. Gentleman, but by 
both his predecessors. Those gentlemen 
had asserted, and asserted in vain, that 
the disease alleged to be pleuro-pneu- 
monia in these Canadian cattle was not 
contagious pleuro-pneumonia, and they 
had asked the Board of Agriculture over 


Sir John Leng. 
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and over again to submit it to a complete 
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test. Two enlightened Scottish farmers 
residing at no great distance from his 
constituency, had offered to place their 
farms at the disposal of the Board, to 
turn these cattle in amongst their own 
healthy animals. They were prepared 
to take the risk. They said, “ Here we 
have our herds, bring your Canadian 
pleuro cases and put them in, and 
then, if they do infect our cattle, we 
will admit that we were wrong and 
will approve of the action of the 
Board. But the Board and its experts 
would not agree to that reasonable offer.” 
The Canadian Government had over and 
over again invited the Board of Agri- 
culture to send over experts at the 
Canadian Government’s expense, in 
order that they might inspect the cattle 
all over the country. Pleuro-pneumonia 
was a disease which could not be long 
concealed ; and if the experts reported 
unfavourably, then the Canadian Gov- 
ernment would be satisfied. But the 
Board of Agriculture had always 
returned a non possumus, in spite of the 
fact that the highest living veterinary 
authority, as well as the Scotch and 
Canadian experts, were against them. 
It was very little use appealing further 
to the right hon. Gentleman. [J/inis- 
terial cheers. He had heard those 
cheers before from Members now sitting 
on the Opposition side of the House. 
But no cheers of that kind would alter 
the conviction of the intelligent farmers 
of Scotland. They might be overborne 
by numbers, but they would continue to 
believe that this question was determined 
by the misguided views and in the in- 
terests of the English breeders. He 
was an Englishman, but he had lived 
long enough in Scotland, and knew too 
well the views of the Scottish agricul- 
turists, to permit this Vote to pass 
without entering an emphatic protest 
against the course which the Board of 
Agriculture had adopted. 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tut BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. WaAttErR 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby) said that, 
if it were a question of numbers over- 
riding the views of the hon. Member, it 
would not be numbers of votes only. 
Had the hon. Gentleman informed him- 
self as to the number of cattle in the 
different parts of the country where the 
restrictions were advocated and where 
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they were not advocated? There were 
six counties in Scotland and three in 
England where opposition to the restric- 
tions existed; and whereas, without 
making any deduction for those parts of 
these counties where the regulations were 
approved, there were only 624,000 
cattle of all ages contained in them, 
there were no less than 10,781,000 cattle 
in the rest of the United Kingdom, 
where there was not only no opposition 
to the restrictions, but where they were 
regarded as the only safeguard left to the 
farmer, andas giving the only chance of 
enabling his industry to flourish. [ Cheers. ] 
The hon. Gentleman argued that, in 
these days of agricultural depression, 
this difficulty ought not to be placed in 
the way of agriculture where it was still 
thriving. Then how much less ought 
any difficulty to be placed in the way of 
agriculture where it was by no means 
thriving? [Cheers.| If anything at all 
was to be done for agriculture in this 
country, the health of the cattle must, 
in the first place, be protected. If 
the farmer believed that there was 
the risk of disease, his industry would 
be paralysed, he would dispose of his 


young stock before it was marketable, 
and he would be prevented from at- 


tempting an occupation which was 
capable of being made __ profitable. 
Although he regretted that the interests 
of those whom the hon. Gentleman 
represented should be injured by the 
regulations of the Board of Agriculture, 
yet he felt compelled, in the interests of 
the vast majority of agriculturists in this 
country, and in the interests of nearly 
11 millions of stock, as against little 
more than half-a-million, to continue 
those regulations so long as there was 
any reasonable risk of disease. Nowe 
As to the suggestion that the Board o 
Agriculture ought to embark on some 
other means of finding whether its ad- 
visers were right or wrong, he would 
admit that those responsible for a public 
department ought not to be guided ex- 
clusively by their permanent officials. 
But he also strongly held that, as long 
as they believed their expert advisers to 
be competent and honest, they should 
abide by their advice on technical and 
scientific points. What would be 
gained by the suggestion of the 
hon. Gentleman? If another inquiry 
were instituted, and its conclusions 
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differed from those of the Board, there 
would have to be a third inquiry to 
decide between the two. If that were 
to be done, what was the use of a Board 
of Agriculture with skilled and com- 
petent advisers? The evidence on all 
grounds was against those whom the 
hon. Member represented, and he hoped 
the House would support the Depart- 
ment in continuing the regulations from 
which alone could be derived any hope 
for the future prosperity of stock and 
stock-breeders in this country. [Cheers.] 
*Mr. J. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) asked the Government to grant 
some further addition to the fund 
allocated for technical education in 
order to promote education in relation 
to agriculture. He said that he was 
practically engaged in the work of agri- 
cultural education, having, to some ex- 
tent, the control of technical instruction 
in the West Riding of Yorkshire. It 
was a wide area and there were a large 
number of trades and occupations looking 
to the Technical Instruction Committee 
for a portion of the grant. Certainly 
agriculture had not been by any means 
neglected. There had been lectures and 
demonstrations of various kinds, dairy 
and horticultural work, and trial plots 
had been provided for the farmers to 
try different kinds of seeds and manures. 
Further, small garden plots had been 
instituted in connection with the ele- 
mentary schools, so that the children 
might know something of the elements 
of agriculture. A large amount of 
money had also been spent in giving 
instruction to teachers in the elementary 
schools for the same purpose. But it 
was very desirable to have a higher class 
of agricultural work carried on. The 
Yorkshire College had, with the East 
and West Ridings, taken upon them- 
selves the institution of an agricultural 
college for that part of the country, and 
by that means it was expected that con- 
siderable advances would be made in the 
scientific knowledge of farming. College 
buildings and a small farm had already 
been obtained ; but the difficulty now 
was in relation to funds. Therefore, he 
appealed to the Government that they 
should in future make some provision 
for a larger grant in this connection. 
The funds, he suggested, might be more 
wisely distributed than as set forth in 
the Estimates. A large amount was 
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spent in the collection of statistics, 
which were of doubtful value; and 
while out of the whole expenditure of 
£124,000, £75,000 was charged for 
Grants in Aid for Diseased Cattle, 
much less than £8,000 was paid for the 
teaching of such knowledge as would go 
far to prevent the occurrence and spread 
of those infectious and epidemic diseases, 
which caused such a large charge on the 
Department. 

Captain) BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) supported the request 
made to the right hon. Gentleman, that 
he should, if possible, assist the York- 
shire colleges to extend their scientific 
agricultural education. As _ scientific 
investigation made progress, there could 
be no doubt that agriculture would 
profit, and he doubted whether money 
could be better spent than in endeavour- 
ing to assist the Yorkshire colleges. 
The hon. Member for Dundee said that 
the farmers had lived too extravagantly. 
No doubt in times past farmers were 
better off in order to support a particular 
style of living than they were now. But 
the sacrifices farmers had made had been 


tremendous, not only in altering the 
system of education to which they had 
been accustomed, but in sending their 
sons and daughters to a different class of 
school from that in which they had been 


educated themselves. It was, therefore, 
ungenerous as well as unsympathetic to | 
accuse the farmers of a desire to live too 
extravagantly, or to educate their 
children too well. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE supported the 
appeal for more liberal treatment of the 
agricultural colleges of Wales, especially 
Bangor College. The travelling Inspec- 
tors of the Board of the Agriculture in 
Wales did not understand the language | 
of the people. The census returns | 
showed that the vast majority of the, 
monoglot population in Wales were 
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could not expect him to do it at once, 
but he felt confident he would look 
into it. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said, 
as his hon. Friend the Member for 
Carnarvon had already pointed out, 
although they in North Wales were 
fully aware of the good work done for 
Bangor College, they felt it was not able 
to do anything like the work they wished 
it todo. The district he had the honour 
to represent was purely agricultural. 
They had established in Denbigh a dairy 
school, which was well attended, but a 
dairy school in Denbigh could only serve 
a small district. On that ground he 
thought they had a right to appeal for a 
more generous grant in future. If it 
was necessary to encourage agriculture 
in any part of the Kingdom through 
grants, he believed that they in Wales 
had a special claim. Though prices had 
but little improved during the’iast 80 or 
90 years, rents had advanced 51 per 
cent. In other countries, as the Com- 
mittee well knew—in America, France, 
Belgium and other countries—very much 
more money was granted every year for 
the purpose of encouraging agriculture 
and agricultural education than was 
granted in England. For instance, 
while in England and Wales £8,000 
was granted, in France £131,000 was 
devoted by the Government for that 
purpose. In Belgium, a smaller country 
than Wales, £34,000 was granted. He 
hoped that the question as a whole 
would meet with favourable considera- 
tion. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen 
West) desired to associate himself with 
the remarks which had been made with 
reference to the ignorance of the Welsh 
Members shown by the inspectors of the 
Board of Agriculture. He had experi- 
ence of the great hardship to which 
farmers were subjected owing to the 
inspectors not understanding the lan- 


It was, therefore, ridiculous and unfair | guage of the people, and he hoped the 
that an inspector should be sent to these | President of the Board of Agriculture 
districts who did not understand Welsh, | would when the opportunity arose take 
and who could not explain to the people, | into consideration the fact that the 
say, the reason for having swine and/|inspector should have some knowledge 
cattle slaughtered. Men went down to/of the Welsh language. He wished to 
inspect who really knew nothing about say one word with regard to agricultural 
the work they were called upon to dis-| education. The amount of the grant to 
charge. He hoped the right hon. Gentle-| Aberystwith was £800, and he ventured 
man would look into those matters. He|to say that sum was quite inadequate 


Mr. J. Lriggs 





741 Supply. 


for the purpose. The work covered five 
or six counties, all purely agricultural 
counties, and £800 was a mere trifle 
when compared with the work. If a 
larger grant was given, he was sure the 
results would be most satisfactory. 
Agricultural education was to his mind 
most important. They ought to com- 
mence it in the elementary schools. The 
education would probably be superficial, 
but it would stimulate interest in the 
subject in the minds of children. 
Agricultural education formed a subject 
of serious consideration in the interme- 
diate schools, especially the Welsh schools, 
in agricultural districts, and money 
ought to be used for the purpose of 
carrying it on in colleges where higher 
education was given. There was one 
other observation he had to make, and 
that was with regard to a report issued by 
the Board of Agriculture giving informa- 
tion as to what the Americans did, more 
especially in reference to agricultural 
education. In America there was an 
experimental agricultural station, which 
might be advantageously adopted in this 
country. In this institution milk, and 
the different kinds of food for cattle, and 
agricultural produce, were analysed, as 
well as plants and herbs, and the results 
of this analysis were afterwards published 
for the benefit of the agricultural com- 
munity generally. He was sure that, if 
the right hon. Gentleman would give his 
consideration to this and the other sub- 
jects he had mentioned, some good 
would be done to this great industry, the 
advancement of which they all so much 
desired. 

Mr. G. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, 
Mid)said, heapproved very strongly of the 
recommendations of the hon. Gentleman 
who had just sat down, but he desired 
especially to point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that the country from which 
he came depended almost entirely on 
agriculture, and they had not got a 
Board of Agriculture in Dublin. Ifsuch 
a Board were granted to Ireland at an 
early date, it would be a great boon to 
the people, and would be much appre- 
ciated by them. In the constituency 
from which he came there was not one 
single manufacturing industry. All the 
people depended on agriculture for a live- 
lihood, and many of them being ignorant, 
and probably not capable of taking out 
of the soil all that it was able to give a 
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Board of Agriculture would be a great 
boon them. It would, he thought, raise 
the conditions of the agriculture of the 
country to a very much higher grade. 

Toe CHAIRMAN : TI do not think 
the hon. Gentleman can raise the ques- 
tion of the establishment of a Board of 
Agriculture in Ireland on this Vote. 
That is a matter of general policy. All 
the hon. Member can do on this Vote is to 
challenge the administrative policy of the 
Board of Agriculture in England. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN apologised if he 
was not in order, but being a new Mem- 
ber he was not altogether conversant with 
the proceedings. He would only say 
further that he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would do all he could for 
Ireland in anything that came under his 
supervision. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS, dealing with 
the question of Welsh-speaking inspec- 
tors, said, that the principle for which 
he had always contended, in this and 
in all other departments, was that offi- 
cials who came in contact officially with 
a Welsh-speaking population, should be 
able to speak Welsh. He drew the 
attention of the late President of the 
Board of Agriculture to this question, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had said 
that the inspectors were appointed for 
England and Wales collectively ; but 
that did not remove the grounds of his 
objection. The late President had pro- 
mised him that he would do something 
in the direction of remedying the evil 
at the first opportunity he could get, 
and he trusted the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite would be able to repeat that 
assurance. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness) supposed 
that his right hon. Friend the Secretary 
to the Treasury was in his place to act 
as a sort of watch dog, to prevent any of 
the increases that had been suggested. 
They were now giving £8,000 for this 
agricultural education, and as far as he 
was concerned he should oppose any 
further grants under this Vote. He 
remembered’that, six or seven years ago, 
when the cause of Welsh and other 
colleges was brought forward, the House 
in a weak moment appointed a Com- 
mittee and gave them £15,000. What 
did he discover last night? That, having 
made these grants, they were now going 
to lay down regulations for carrying out 
the work, and to appoint inspectors. 





743 Supply. 


Thus year by year a larger and 
larger army of officials was created. 
All that his hon. Friends behind him 
had been asking for they got in the 
Science and Art Department. There 
were in London experts for the teaching 
of agriculture, and students could come 
to London, go through the course, and 
then teach what they had acquired in 
classes in the country. Instead of 
increasing this Vote they ought to 
try to lessen it; and, indeed, we ought 
to economise our expenditure on edu- 
cation by improved organisation. The 
same schools were examined by ele- 
mentary inspectors and by science and 
art inspectors. All our education ought 
to be concentrated in one Department, 
and if it was, a good deal could be saved 
by better organisation. This was one of 
the Votes that grew year by year. There 
appeared to be £3,000 extra for the col- 
lection of statistics ; but whether it was 
increase or a change in the arranging of 
the Estimates he could not make out. 
Such changes prevented comparisons 
being made between one year and 
another. In 1889 an assistant secretary 
was appointed in the office of the 


Minister of Agriculture ; it was to have 
been a temporary appointment ; it was 
marked as one not to be filled up in the 
case of a vacancy ; and one would suppose 
that the temporary purpose for which 
this appointment was made must have 


been fulfilled by this time. In six or 
seven years this Vote had jumped up 
from £35,000 to £132,000, and since 

1889 the salaries and wages had risen 
from £12,600 to £34,000. 

*Mr. FLYNN said, that the  ex- 
penditure for the collection of statistics 
was £45,600. Some of this money 
would be more usefully spent in sending 
practical men to the ports where cattle 
were imported and landed under con- 
ditions that were a disgrace to the carry- 
ing companies and to this Department. 
Cattle from the colonies were often 
landed suffering from pleuro-puemonia. 
If the Board of Agriculture was not 
extended to Ireland its officers should 
be sent there to see what went on at the 
cattle exporting stations, which was a 
disgrace to the Board and the Veterinary 
Department in Dublin. This would be 
more useful then tons of Blue-books, 
reams of foolscap, and any amount of 


red tape. [‘ Hear, hear!” 
Dr. Clark, 
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Dr. TANNER pointed out various 
discrepancies in the amount of the 
salaries of officials connected with 
the Veterinary Department, and invited 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture to explain them. 

*Mr. LEWIS desired to urge that 
the policy of the Board of Agriculture 
in regard tocompensation forthe slaughter 
of fever-infected swine should be 
seriously reconsidered. The Maelor dis- 
trict of Flintshire had no markets of its 
own. The markets were in the adjoining 
county of Salop, and pigs taken to mar- 
kets in Shropshire could not be brought 
back to the district they came from 
under the present regulations, because 
Shropshire had been scheduled as an 
infected area. The consequence was 
that dealers held back until the close 
of the market day, and then they 
were able to buy pigs at. “knock 
down” prices. The inhabitants of 
the district had suffered great hard- 
ship, inconvenience, and loss in con- 
sequence The regulations with regard 
to swine fever needed modification all 
over the country. He thought that the 
system of dealing with this matter in 
country areas had been found to be a 
mistake. Numbers of people having 
small holdings had suffered great loss 
and inconvenience under that system. 
He thought that the time had arrived 
when there ought to be a reversal of the 
policy that had hitherto been pursued. 
It was not the Department but Parlia- 
ment that was responsible for that 
policy which had cost the country an 
enormous sum, and had inflicted terrible 
suffering and hardship upon the 
agricultural community, through the 
restrictions which were imposed upon 
the removal of swine. Poor people who 
were compelled to find money with 
which to pay their rent, were obliged to 
drive their swine into lanes and by- 
streets, becuase they were not permitted 
to take them into the open market, 
with the result that they were forced to 
sell their animals at a great loss. He 
did not think that the results of the 
policy sanctioned by Parliament two years 
ago justified the Departmentin continuing 
to impose these restrictions upon the 
removal of swine which were s0 
disastrous to the agricultural com- 
munity. Of course he could not expect 
the right hon. Gentleman to make any 
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definite statement upon this subject on 
that occasion, but he might rely upon it 
that from all parts of the country where 
these restrictions were in force a great 
outcry was raised against them. 

*Mr. WALTER LONG said, that he 
thought that it would be more convenient 
that he should deal with the question 
of swine fever in the first place. It 
might well be that the result of the 
Board performing their duty by imposing 
restrictions upon the removal of swine 
had caused great inconvenience, dis- 
comfort and loss to the owners of swine 
in the country, but the Committee must 
be aware that such a result was 
unavoidable. The hon. Member had 
asked him whether the result had 
justified the continuance of the restric- 
tions. He was glad to be able to 
inform the hon. Gentleman that 
the loss occasioned by the disease during 
the nine weeks ending August 10, as 
compared with same period in 1894, had 
fallen from 1,415 in Great Britain to 
989, and in Ireland from 1,960 to 
726. He was bound to say that he 
could not accept the responsibility for 
putting an end to the efforts that had 
been made by his predecessors in the De- 
partment to exterminate the disease, not- 
withstanding that complaints had reached 
him from many parts of the country 
with regard to the hardship which the 
restrictions imposed upon the removal 
of swine had occasioned to their owners. 
He, however, could say that he would 
do his best to minimise the inconvenience 
and loss which the owners of the animals 
suffered. In giving such an under- 
taking he thought that the hon. 
Member would admit that he was doing 
all he could at the present moment. 
With regard to agricultural educa- 
tion, if his right hon. Friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
provide increased funds, he should be 
most happy to administer them in such 
a way as to benefit agriculture. He 
thought that what was required was not 
so much to increase the vote as between 
different colleges, but to increase the 
total sum spent upon agricultural 
education. With regard to changes in 
salaries, the sum of £1,000, which 
used to be paid to the Director 
of the Veterinary Department was 
now spread over the other offices. 
The £1,000 would disappear from the 
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Estimates of the future, but increases 
had been given to other veterinary 
officers, those increases being derived 
from a portion of this £1,000, while a 
gross saving of about £100 had been 
effected. The Member for North Cork 
had referred to the question of cattle 
transit, which had been already inquired 
into by the Committee, who made certain 
recommendations. A new order had 
recently been issued, which might, he 
hoped, have some satisfactory result. 
He himself had already inquired into 
the position of things, and he was 
satisfied that there was room for con- 
siderable improvement in the health and 
sanitary surroundings of these animals. 
It was, therefore, his intention to 
arrange that inspectors, when available, 
should go from this country to Ireland 
and back again in order to be able to see 
the actual surroundings of the animals 
on the journey. Asthe hon. Gentleman 
was aware, however, it was very desirable 
not to do anything which would lead the 
shipowners to increase the cost of freights. 
The traffic was a tender one, and, 
although he was determined that every- 
thing that could be done in justice and 
in reason for the health of these animals 
should be done, yet he would deprecate 
anything being said or done which 
would frighten people and lead to a 
decrease in the trade in store cattle 
between Great Britain and Ireland. In 
conclusion, he had to thank the hon. 
Gentleman who had criticised these 
estimates for the sympathetic tone which 
they had adopted, and he hoped that 
between them they might be able to do 
something for an industry which had 
suffered so severely from depression. 
Dr. TANNER asked how it was that 
certain veterinary inspectors had been 
increased, whereas the salaries of vet- 
erinary inspectors at home ports appeared 
the same? Whereas the consulting 
veterinary officer got his £200 a year, 
these most important men at the ports 
received only the same as before. 

*Mr. WALTER LONG said, that the 
inspectors at the ports were paid a fixed 
salary, while the travelling inspectors 
were paid on the ordinary Civil Service 
scale, with increments of different 
amounts, and their salaries increased 
automatically. The gentleman to whom 
the hon. Member referred had been head 
of the veterinary department, and the 
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department would have the advantage 
of his services for consulting purposes. 
*Mr. FLYNN, referring to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s suggestion to send 
inspectors on cattle boats, pointed out 
that the inspectors ought not to be too 
well known to those engaged in the 
trade. 

Dr. CLARK said, that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not replied to his 
question about the increase of £3,000 a 
year, which he had already pointed out. 

*Mr. WALTER LONG said, the in- 
crease of £3,000 was a sum of money 
voted this year for a return as to small 
agricultural holdings. He hoped the re- 
turn would be presented very shortly. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £23,148 to complete 
the sum for the Charity Commission, 


Dr. CLARK asked why there was an 
increase in the Vote. 

Mr GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
Thirsk and Malton) said, it was quite 
true there was an increase in the 
Salaries and Wages Department, which 
was, however, more apparent than real. 


The larger part of it was due to the fact 
that two Assistant Commissioners had 
been appointed under the Act of 1892 to 


deal with charities in North and South 


Wales. The counties of Wales had with 
great liberality untaken to repay under 
that Act a very large part of the 
expense, so that the money would 
eventually come back to the Treasury. 
There had been also a natural increase 
in the salaries of officials who had been a 
long time at the Commission, but that 
had been partly accounted for by certain 
economies. Another increase in salaries 
was due to the fact that there had been 
an enormous amount of work thrown on 
the Commission by the Parish Councils 
Bill. 

Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall) 
pointed out that there had been an 
increase in the law expenses. 

Dr. TANNER said, that was exactly 
the point he was going to raise, only he 
had thought it would come better from 
the hon. Member, whose name was not 
altogether unconnected with law charges. 
He pointed out the different items in 
the Estimate for these charges, in which 
there was an increase. 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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Mr. DALZIEL asked the hon. Mem. 
ber if the recommendation as to the 
composition of the Commission, suggested 
in the Debate in the House last Session, 


were on record at the Commission 
Office. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said, he 
would make inquiries as to that matter, 
In regard to the law expenses, it was 
true there was an increase, but it was 
hoped that the money would not be 
required, in which case it would be 
returned to the Treasury. He did not 
think the sum of £1,500 for law expenses 
was a very large item when there was a 
sum amounting to £50,000 or £60,000 
to be dealt with. 


Dr. TANNER said, he must apologise 
to the hon. Gentleman, but he could not 
help rising when the hon. Member 
raised an objection to the law expenses 
in connection with the School Depart- 
ment, with which he was known to have 
some acquaintance. 


*Mr. LEWIS said, it was distinctly 
understood, with reference to the ques- 
tion of intermediate education in Wales, 
that the Government had undertaken to 
introduce a Bill this Session dealing 
with the endowment of one particular 
locality in Wales. He wished to ask the 
Leader of the House whether he would 
be prepared to bring in a measure in the 
present Session to enable the Welsh 
people to secure their Central Board of 
Intermediate Education, a matter which 
was of infinitely greater importance to 
the Principality than a Bill dealing with 
one particular parish only. He thought 
it was possible so to arrange matters 
that such a Bill might be regarded as 
non-contentious. 


Tue CHATRMAN said, the question 
of the introduction of such a Bill would 
more properly be raised under the Vote 
for the Education Department. 

*Mr. LEWIS hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman, the Leader of the House, 
would be able to meet the views which 
had been expressed on the matter by the 
representatives of Wales. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that in the circumstances it 
would be out of order for him to reply 
to the question of the hon. Member. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £23,297 to complete 
the sum for the Civil Service Com- 
mission, 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said, he desired to make some 


observations on this Vote, and, seeing | 
that it had been arranged to take Report | 


of Supply at half-past 11 o'clock, he 
would suggest that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House might now 
move to report Progress. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, it wanted some time yet to 
the half-hour, and it might be utilised 
for Supply. 

Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR said, his obser- 
vations would not extend beyond the 
half-hour. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he would ask the Com- 
mittee to meet him half way. If it was 
agreed to pass some uncontroversial 
Votes, he would consent to postpone the 
Vote before the House. 

Mr. T. P. OCCONNOR said, his re- 
marks would not extend beyond the half- 
hour, and perhaps he had better proceed. 
He wished to draw the attention of the 


present Government, as he did that of 
the late Government, to the character of 
the examinations to which, under the 
competitive system, candidates for ad- 


mission to the Civil Service were 
subjected. He regarded the matter as 
one of great importance, because the 
Civil Service had now become the pro- 
fession of a large number of the most 
highly-educated young men in the coun- 
try. The main objection which he had 
to the examinations was the dispropor- 
tionate value which was attached to the 
knowledge of Greek and Latin. He had 
been going through the Civil Service 
Guide of Mr. Ewell, one of the best 
authorities on the subject, and he found 
that for English language and literature 
500 marks were given, and 500 marks 
also for English composition and precis 
writing. But for the language, literature 
and history of Greece 750 marks were 
given, and the same number of marks 
for the language, literature, and history 
of Rome, while for French and German 
only 375 marks were allowed in each case. 
It was his opinion that the study of the 
classics in our universities, colleges, and 
schools was carried on much further 
than was necessary, and led to the 
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neglect of more useful knowledge. There 
were, he dared say, many gentlemen in 
that house who were graduates of 
English universities, and well acquainted 
with Latin and Greek, but who would 
be quite unable to carry on a conversa- 
tion in French. The reason why 
foreigners were so often able to compete 
successfully with Englishmen in the 
competition for a livelihood in this 
country, was their far greater command 
of modern languages. Nothing was 
more palpable than the fact that, in 
respect of a knowledge of modern 
languages, the Englishman lagged dis- 
gracefully far behind the scholars of 
other countries. He knew that in 
attacking Latin and Greek as the basis 
of education, he would come into 
collision with our established and 
cherished doctrines. He was not 
alarmed by that, however, because he 
had rarely known a Latin or Greek 
scholar of the first class who was not 
convinced that he had misspent a large 
part of his youth in acquiring a know- 
ledge of languages which were useless to 
him in the struggle for life. He might 
mention that the late Lord Sherbrooke, 
himself a great classical scholar, joined 
in the crusade against the dominance of 
Latin and Greek. He did not agree 
that those languages formed the best 
basis of culture. A man who knew 
three or four modern languages was, in 
his opinion, better educated than one 
who had a superficial knowledge of Latin 
and a wholly insutticient knowledge of 
Greek, and few men had more. He 
believed that a washerwoman in Athens 
would laugh in the face even of 
Professor Jebb if he were to attempt to 
address her in the language which he 
taught. Mr. Frederic Harrison, one of 
the best Greek scholars in the country, 
was unable to make himself intelligible 
to anyone whom he spoke to in Greece. 
Meeting a young girl on a hillside, one 
day, he ventured to address to her 
words which were well known as 
occurring in one of Byron’s poems, but 
the maiden did not understand. The 
allotting of 750 marks to Greek and 
Latin in Civil Service competitions was 
a great absurdity. Why should only 
500 marks be given for English litera- 
ture, which was quite as fine as either 
Greek or Latin literature? Another 
point to which he wished to draw 
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attention was the desirability of fre- 
quently changing the examiners. 
Crammers studied the examination 
papers very carefully for a succession of 
years, and if the same examiners set the 
papers year after year, were able to stuff 
students with the information which 
would probably be required from them. 
The result was that a really ignorant 
competitor was often able to beat a 
student having a far wider and better 
education. The next matter for con- 
sideration was the character of examina- 
tion papers. The late George Henry 
Lewes, who had an exceptionally wide 
knowledge of English literature, and 
many other subjects, used to say that he 
would have been unable to answer the 
examination papers put before his son 
when he competed for a post in the Civil 
Service. He would read one or two 


questions from examination papers set 
for youths between 18 and 21 years of 
A question in an English paper 


age. 
was— 
‘“¢ Show that Shakespeare has laid the scenes 


of each of these plays among surroundings that 
harmonise with the plot.” 


Now, he would like to see an essay 
written by the Secretary to the Treasury, 
when 18 years of age, in 24 hours on 
that question, although he was doubtless 
a very earnest and profound student 
of Shakespeare. Another question was 
— Write an essay on one of the follow- 
ing subjects :—(1) Chinese civilisation.” 
How many Members in the House could 
write an essay in 2} hours on Chinese 
civilisation ‘—‘‘ Or (2) ‘ Westward the 
course of Empire takes its way ;’ or (3) 
The influence of the progress of material 
civilisation on the prosperous condition 
of the fine arts.” ([ZLaughter.] He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman, between 
this and next Session, to look into this 
matter in order that these great public 
examinations, to which so many young 
men looked with ardour and zeal, should 
in future be conducted in a much more 
rational manner. 

*ToE SECRETARY To tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hanoury, Pres- 
ton) had no difficulty in answering the 
hon. Gentleman that before next Session 
he would look into this subject. To a 
large extent he sympathised with the 
hon. Gentleman’s views. Of course he 
recollected also that there was a great 
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| deal to be said for the study of Latin 
and Greek as a test of mental capacity. 
[Cheers.| There were, no doubt, certain 
| professions and callings for which it wag 
| not so requisite that a candidate should 
| be crammed up with a certain amount 
| of knowledge as that opportunity should 
_be afforded of seeing what his mental 
capacity, and on that ground there was 
still a great deal to be said for Latin 
and Greek in these examinations. The 
hon. Gentleman urged that, in order 
to avoid the possibility of the can- 
didate knowing what sort of papers 
were likely to be set, there ought to be 
frequent changes of examiners. That, 
he believed, was a system which was 
carried on by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners, and it was with that object 
that, instead of having a large number 
of permanent examiners, there were so 
many assistant examiners, who were 
changed from time to time. He would 
undertake to bring the matters referred 
to by the hon. Gentleman before the 
Civil Service Commissionérs, because 
most of them were practical suggestions, 
and the House was indebted to the hon. 
Gentleman for bringing them forward. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) (at 
11.37) moved to report progress, com- 
plaining that the First Lord of the 
Treasury was not fulfilling his engage- 
ment himself to make the Motion 
at 11.30. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: So far as I 
am concerned, I wish to say that the 
right hon. Gentleman has acted in a per- 
fectly frank and fair manner. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY believed the hon. and learned 
Gentleman was not in the House during 
the short discussion a quarter of an 
hour ago. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I never said a 
word. I kept out of the House. 

Tue FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY : Quite so; and all I say is that 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was 
not here. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I never said a 
word. I kept out of the House. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I do not pretend to under- 
stand the differences of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. With these controversies I 
do not meddle at all. I am ready, 
however, to fulfil my engagement at 
once, but I would make an appeal to 
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the hon. and learned Gentleman whether 
we might not take this and the two 
following Votes, which are not contro- 
versial, in order that on Monday we 
might begin with the Vote for the 
Local Government Board. I leave it 
to him to decide that point. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY replied that it 
was for the Government to come toa 
decision. 

Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that he must abide by what 
he had stated. The decision arrived at 
the previous night should be adhered to 
to the letter, and under these circum- 
stances he moved to report Progress. 


Question, “That the Chairman do 
report Progress, and ask leave to sit again” 
—put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


SUPPLY [20rx AUGUST] REPORT. 
Order read, for Further Consideration 
of Postponed Resolutions,— 


Resolution relating to the Vote for the 
Survey of the United Kingdom agreed 
to. 


On the Resolution for the Vote with 
reference to the necessary expenses for 
maintaining certain harbours, _light- 
houses, &vc., under the Board of Trade. 


*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
desired to draw attention to the question 
of the improvement of Holyhead Har- 
bour. In 1891, the then President of 
the Board of Trade, who was now Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, said that the 
contemplated improvements were under 
the consideration of the Government, and 
a year later the same right hon. Gentle- 
man said he had suggested a plan and 
although no definite decision had then 
been arrived at, he held out the hope that 
something would immediately be done. 
Under these circumstances he thought it 
right to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade (to whom he had given private 
notice of his intention to raise the ques- 
tion), what the position of these improve- 
ments were. He understood the London 
and North Western Railway Company 
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had offered to clear the rocks to a certain 
depth at ebb tide provided that in return 
they were given a piece of land for their 
pier. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man, in the first place, what improve- 
ments were in contemplation; in the 
second place when the report of the 
engineers who had been sent down to 
examine the harbour was expected and 
when it would be presented to Members 
of the House. He hoped in determining 
upon the arrangements and improve- 
ments the right hon. Gentleman would 
not only take into account the interests 
and convenience of the London and 
North Western Railway Company, of 
shipping, and the convenience of Holy- 
head as a harbour of refuge, but also the 
trade and commerce of the town of 
Holyhead. 


*Mr. RITCHIE, in reply, said, that in 
connection with the new mail contract 
from Holyhead to Kingstown, the Dublin 
Steam Packet Company required the 
harbour to be dredged so as to give a 
draught of 14 feet, the minimum men- 
tioned in the contract. The Treasury 
had consented to this and a sum of 
£26,000 was obtained for the purpose of 
carrying out the improvement. Since 
that time the London and North Western 
Railway Company had raised some 
objection that the works would not leave 
their vessels sufficient room in which to 
swing and they suggested an alternative 
plan to which the Dublin Packet 
Company did not agree, and which 
might increase the cost of dredging. 
The two engineers were being asked to 
give a report on the subject, they were 
urged to hurry on at the time of the 
Dissolution, and he hoped their report 
might be presented in a few days. The 
Treasury sanction had been obtained for 
the improvements, and the only question 
was whether or not some small alteration 
should be made in the original plan. 
The hon. Gentleman need be under no 
apprehension for the works would be 
proceeded with at once. 

*Mr. ELLISGRIFFITH: After the 
very satisfactory answer of the right hon. 
Gentleman, I will not press the matter. 
Does the answer, however, refer to the 
Platter’s Rocks ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No. 


Resolution agreed to 
2F 
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On the Resolution— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £126,045, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum | 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending | 
on the 3lst day of March, 1896, for the erec- 
tion, repairs, and maintenance of public build- 
ings in Ireland, for the maintenance of certain 
parks and public works, and for drainage works 
on the Rivers Shannon and Suck,”’ 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked the Govern- 
ment if they would state their views 
with regard to the general question of 
the Board of Worksin Ireland? It had 
been known for some time that General 
Sankey, the present head of the Board 
of Works, must retire from office in 
March next. The Board of Works in 
Ireland had been the subject of consid- 
erable controversy for many years past, 
and the other night he suggested that 
the time had come for some re-arrange- 
ment of the Department. It was 


really the great spending Department of 
Treland, as it practically had to do with 
all questions affecting the material pros- 
perity of the country. General Sankey 
was an Indian officer of considerable 
experience, and when he was appointed, 


about 1883, the late Mr. Blake, the 
Member for Waterford, asked him (Mr. 
Healy) if he would pledge himself not to 
criticise the administration of the Board. 
He agreed to make no observations in 
respect to that administration for at least 
twelve months. One night Mr. Blake 
came to him and said, rather sadly, “ Say 
what you like about the Board of Works.” 
He did not think he had ever attacked 
General Sankey, and he certainly did 
not intend to do so under present cir- 
cumstances, but at the same time, the 
efficiency of the Board was a matter of 
considerable moment to Ireland. He 
suggested to the Government that in the 
first place the Office of Works should be 
tvken from under the control of the 
Treasury, and placed under the Chief 
Secretary. The British Treasury pro- 
moted its clerks to the Board of Works 
in Ireland. It found some man with a 
mind for 2?d., and sent him across to 
Ireland, That man took a Treasury 
view of matters, and trembled whenever 
he received a letter with the S.W. 
post-mark upon it. He (Mr. Healy) 
thought an official in Ireland should 
look to his own countrymen for inspira- 
tion, and should not care a farthing what 
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Englishmen at Whitehall thought about 
matters. He should regard with con- 
tempt, and treat only as matter for the 
waste-paper basket everything that came 
from England. He did not think that 
ideal state of things was possible if they 
put the Board under the Chief Secre- 
tary’s Department, but they would 
would get some way in that direction. 
No one could say that Mr. Stephenson— 
who was a weak man in the Treasury, 
and who was still weaker and flabbier in 
Dublin—was any advantage to the Irish 
Board of Works. The third Commis- 
sioner of the Board was Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy—of whom he would say nothing, 
as he had formerly been a Member of 
the Irish Party—who was first appointed 
Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks, and 
had been recently removed to the Board 
of Works. He had a suggestion to make 
to the Government. They had appointed 
a Congested Districts Board. He never 
had time to adequately consider the 
operations of that Board, and he there- 
fore would make no criticisms upon it, 
It purported to be composed of an in- 
dependent and unpaid body of men—to 
be unpaid, by the way, was a rare cir- 
cumstance in Irish official life—who 
administered £30,000 or £40,000 yearly. 
His suggestion was that the Government 
should first appoint some independent 
man as head of the Irish Board of 
Works, and then associate with him, as 
in the case of the Congested Districts 
Board, men who would do something to 
bring the mind of the country to bear 
upon the administration of the affairs 
of the Board. Of course, the Chief 
Secretary would not select anybody of 
Home Rule tendencies, or anybody who 
was by any chance a Catholic, unless it 
was that rara avis a Unionist Catholic. 
But let the right hon. Gentleman get 
for the purpose a body of Orangemen 
who would act without salary. He 
would rather be governed by an Orange 
Lodge, even though the chains of penal 
laws still clang among the rags of the 
Catholics, than be governed by the 
House of Commons; for he did 
not believe there was a Grand Master 
of an Orange Lodge who would 
not bring more sympathy and more 
knowledge upon the administration of 
the affairs of the country than such men 
as Mr. Stephenson, the Treasury Clerk. 
All the Irish Board of Works could 
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point to as the fruits of their long 
career were rotten bridges, wrecked 
piers, damaged harbours, flooded lands, 
and pleuro-pneumonia. [Zaughter.| It 
was time that something should be done 
to bring the mind of the country to bear 
on the administration of the affairs of 
the Board. Of hidebound British official- 
ism they were sick. He therefore 
appealed to the Government to associate 
with the highly-paid officials of the Board 
of Works some independent and unpaid 
men—just as was done in the case of 
the Congested Districts Board — who 
bring to bear on the administration of 
the affairs of the Board the average 
views of the country. He had 
repeatedly asked for certain conces- 
sions in regard to Phenix Park. But 
every new Government excused them- 
selves on the ground that they were 
fresh in office, and had not had time to 
consider the matter. They always had 
at the Irish Office a man who was the 
pink of perfection, but the difficulty was 
that he had only been in office half-an- 
hour. His inexperience. did not dis- 
qualify him from receiving his salary, 
but only for dealing with the particular 
subject brought forward. Inexperience 
was a disability only for the execution 
of duty, and not for taking office. Above 
all things else, the holder of office must 
visit Ireland before he could do any- 
thing. No Government ever dreamt of 
appointing a man who had been born in 
the country, and who knew something 
about it. What they wanted in con- 
nection with Phcenix Park was a very 
small matter ; but no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman would require time to con- 
sider it, though millions could be voted 
for Uganda in half-an-hour. The first 
request that he had to make was that 
the road by which the market gardeners’ 
traffic had approached Dublin for the last 
half-a-century should not be blocked by 
the British Treasury. The second was 
that, as in the London parks, bicyclists 
should be allowed to use the Phenix 
Park. Only the other day a bicyclist 
was driven from the park into the Lucan 
Road, where he was immediately shot by 
a gamekeeper of Lord Annaly with a 
double-barrelled gun ; and the man was 
subsequently fined 13s. 4d. at Petty 
Sessions. He could assure the Chief 
Secretary that in Ireland cycling was 
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quite uncontaminated by politics. No- 
body, indeed, could afford to spend 
money in cycling who was not a Unionist. 
Then, with respect to the form of amuse- 
ments employed by the poor, such as 
gymnastic appliances, he asked that they 
should be supplied in the Phenix Park 
as they were in the London parks. He 
had not the slightest expectation that 
these requests would receive any more 
attention now than they had done at any 
time during the last 15 years. If he 
remained in the House for another 15 
years he had no doubt that he should 
still be calling attention to the same 
things. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: When the hon. 
Member for North Louth had almost 
completed his remarks on the constitu- 
tion of the Board of Works in Ireland, 
my attention was called to the fact that 
that is not relevant to the present Vote, 
which is only for buildings. The Vote 
for salaries is Vote 37, Class IT. 

*Mr. TULLY called attention to the 
removal of a shoal at Drunsheriff on the 
Shannon, and to the drainage works on 
the same river. Great dissatisfaction 
prevailed among the people in the 
locality with reference to the river 
Suck Drainage Board and the heavy 
taxation which their work entailed. 
He appealed not only in the interests 
of the Treasury, but in those of the 
ratepayers whether the Board of Works 
could not give in future reports more 
detailed information as to the progress 
of those works, the amount already spent 
on them, and the amount levied on 
the cess payers. Then referring to the 
tributaries of the Shannon in its northern 
reaches, he said 600 acres of the lands 
were flooded owing to the primitive 
character of the locks, and he should 
like to know whether he could have any 
assurance with regard to providing a 
regulating sluice at the outlet of Lough 
Key into the Shannon. 

*Mr. FLYNN wished to associate him- 
self with the remarks which had been 
made as to the piers in Ireland. He 
had often called attention to the Bally- 
cotton pier. Not long ago there was a 
rumour that it was seen floating off the 
Old Head of Kinsale. [Laughter.] This, 
however, proved to be incorrect, but 
instead of being used as a pier it had 
become a breeding ground for crabs and 
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lobsters of large dimensions. The state 
of the pier was entirely owing to the 
neglect of the Board of Works, a fine 
illustration of the way in which things 
were done in that House. Mr. Wolfe 
Barry, the engineer who built the Tower 
Bridge, was sent over to examine the 
pier, and he made some recommendations. 
It was expected the pier would be made 
a useful work. The pier, however, 
remained in an unsatisfactory state. 
At the time the pier was being built it 
was pointed out by the Roman Catholic 
curate living in the place, that, instead 
of filling up the pier with proper har- 
dening, in the absence of those responsi- 
ble to the Board of Works, hundreds of 
tons of earth were thrown in, and when 
a storm came it was completely washed 
out. He hoped the Secretary of the 
Treasury would give his attention to this 
matter. He also wished to call attention 
to the disproportionate amounts of the 
grants made to the Queen’s Colleges in 
Ireland. While in Belfast £2,500 was 
spent, Galway got only £150, and Cork 
nothing. That was most unfair, especi- 
ally to the college at Cork, which was a 
large college, attended by a large number 
of students, possessing pathological and 
physiological laboratories. He would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to give his 
attention to that importantitem. There 
was another item to which he wished to 
call attention, and that was in connec- 
tion with the Royal Constabulary build- 
ings. They all hoped that the time had 
passed for the erection of any more huts, 
but he would call the attention of the 
House to the case of some evictions which 
took place in 1880 at places where the 
county of Cork joined the county of 
Kerry. Two families were evicted, each 
for one half-year’s rent only, while the 
Land Act which was to give them relief 
was passing through the House. In 
order that a farm should be kept derelict, a 
hut was placed there. Four policemen 
were placed in that hut, and had been 
kept there ever since, in order to guard 
these evicted farms, whose rental was 
about £60 a year. Each man cost £100 
a year, so that the four cost £400 a year 
and the amount expended in the 14 years 
was about 12 times the value of the fee 
simple of the estate. It was intolerable 
that the taxpayers should be called upon 
to spend money in this way. When 
Mr. Flynn. 
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police huts are once erected and occupied, 
the expenditure went on for an indefinite 
length of time. 

*Mr. HANBURY said there was no 
need to allude to the greater part of the 
speech of the hon. Member for Louth, 
otherwise he might have had something 
to say about his ungenerous allusions to 
an old public servant. Nor would he do 
more than briefly allude to the way 
questions had been addressed to himself, 
It was assumed that he must necessarily 
be ignorant of details. Perhaps the hon. 
Member thought he was addressing a 
Member of the iate Government. That 
style of oratory would have no effect on 
himself. Perhaps the most important 
question related to the Queen’s Colleges. 
It was complained that there was a charge 
in the Estimates—not those of the pre- 
sent Government, by the way—for the 
college at Belfast, and not a correspond- 
ing charge for the two at Galway. No 
doubt it was the fact as regarded 
this year; but he had’ had the 
figures taken out in order to 
show what had been the total ex- 
penditure out of Imperial Funds upon 
these colleges since their foundation. 
The Colleges were founded in 1845. The 
Belfast College cost . £34,000, Cork 
£33,000, Galway a little under £33,000. 
Then there was a yearly grant in aid of 
expenses. Up to 1868 the charge for 
expenses and maintenance combined was 
—Belfast £51,000, Cork £52,000, and 
Galway £43,000. Since 1869, when the 
expenditure on new works was separated 
from the cost of maintenance, Belfast 
had cost £8,841, Cork £13,450, Galway 
about £986. There was a private en- 
dowmentchair of physiology in connection 
with the latter, for which the Treasury 
were finding funds. The Government 
were only finding the shell of the build- 
ing ; the internal fittings had been paid 
for out of private funds. The real 
reason extra expenditure was necessary 
in Belfast was that the number of stu- 
dents was increasing. As to the shoal 
in the Shannon referred to, negotiations 
for its removal were expected to be suc- 
cessful. With regard tothe Constabulary 
house the sum in the Estimate was simply 
for the maintenance of old huts, and 
no new provision was made. The hon. 
Member for Louth was wrong as to the 
railway he mentioned. The line he was 
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thinking of was not the Derry Central 
Railway, but another, which had been 
sold to the Belfast and Northern Counties 
Company for £10,000. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what was 
the amount of the mortgage. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he could not 
say. With regard to the gymnastic 
apparatus that had been referred to, he 
was informed that the Commissioners of 
Public Works had no power to make 
by-laws for the protection of the 
apparatus. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked how the 
apparatus for polo was protected. 

*Mr. HANBURYsaid, that peoplecould 
always protect their private property. 
He believed that he had answered 
all the questions that hon. Members 
opposite had put to him. 

Mr. J. DILLCN (Mayo, E.) said, 
that he knew that the Constabulary 
themselves objected to these police huts. 
He considered that the right hon. 
Gentleman had acted very kindly and 
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appointment, and he had therefore con- 
fined his remarks upon the present 
occasion within very narrow limits. 
The important point was this, that the 
Grand Jury for County Cork had refused 
again and again to take the matter over. 
He appealed to the Secretary to the 
Treasury to do something in regard to 
the matter. Was the building to be 
allowed to fall down? If the Treasury 
were to take the matter up the money 
already spent would not be thrown 
away. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 8.) 
said, they had understood that Gentle- 
men now occupying the Treasury Benches 
were prepared to take over the Govern- 
ment of the country and have the whole 





affairs of the country at their fingers’ 
lends. It was not to be wondered at 
\that his hon. Friend the Member for 
North Louth, felt a little warm at the 
'way in which the Board of Works dis- 
‘charged their duty towards Ireland. 
| With regard to the police huts, it could 


fairly in taking so much trouble to get not be denied that perhaps never in the 


information. [‘* Hear, hear!” 


Mr. A. O'CONNOR asked what was 
the whole cost of the buildings of all 


the Queen’s Colleges. 

*Mr. HANBURY did not think it 
was possible to give the figures, as the 
amounts expended for buildings and 
maintenance were mixed up during 
certain years prior to 1880. 

Dr. TANNER proceeded to refer to 
the pathological laboratory in Queen’s 
College, Cork, and stated that the 
pathological museum was built at some 
expense, but had never been finished. 
They had now voted a larger sum for 
Belfast College than had hitherto been 


‘history of Ireland was it more peaceful 
‘than at the present time, and there was 
no necessity for continuing these things. 
When the Judges went on circuit it could 
be seen how peaceful Ireland was, for in 
assize town after assize town it was not 
unusual for the Judges to receive white 
gloves at the present time. The Leader 
of the House, when he was Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, was, no doubt, respon- 
sible for these huts. 

Tue CHAIRMAN said, the hon. 
Member could not go into the question 
of how the huts came to he there. 

Mr. JAMES DALY said, he would 
conclude by asking the right hon. Gentle- 





passed in connection with the patholo-|man if he would consider the advisa- 
gical and physiological departments in bility of removing the huts. 


Queen’s College, Cork, which had been 
endowed with a library and other 
bequests. Proceeding to criticise some 
details in the Vote in connection with 
the Chief Secretary’s Office, Private 
Secretary’s Lodge, and other items, he 
remarked that he could not understand 
how these and other things could be 
mixed up in the peculiar way in which 
they appeared in the Estimates. If the 
hour were not so advanced, he would 
press for more information, but he was 
aware that the right hon. Gentleman 
could not be acquainted with all the 
figures in so short a time after his 


f 


Resolution agreed to. 


On the Resolution relating to the Vote 
for the Home Department, 


*Mr. TULLY said, he wished to draw 
the attention of the Home Secretary to 
the great danger caused by the unchecked 
introduction of unpurified explosive oils 
—paraffin, petroleum, and other kinds— 
into the country. The matter was a very 
serious one to the public, as shown by 
the number of accidents, many of them 
fatal, which occurred through the use of 
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the oils. A few weeks since a terrible 
explosion of oil took place in the town 
of Elphin, in his own neighbourhood 
in Ireland, through which several per- 
sons were killed and many were injured. 
This week the wife of a postmaster in 
the adjoining County of Sligo was 
killed by the explosion of a parafiin lamp. 
The attention of the Home Office, he 
urged, ought to be given to the matter, 
with a view to much greater supervision 
being exercised than at present in respect 
to the importation and the use of the 
oils. At present a syndicate, as was 
well known, possessed control over all the 
oil supply obtained from Russia and 
America, as well as from Scotland, and 
little supervision was exercised over its 
importation. A Select Committee was 
appointed in July, 1894, to inquire into 
the question of the supply of petroleum 
from abroad. The Committee sat for a 
few weeks, and then submitted the evi- 
dence they had taken with their Report 
to the House, but nothing had been done 
in the matter. The Home Secretary, 


however, had been good enough that day 
to promise him, in reply to a question, 


that next Session a Committee would 
again be appointed to inquire into the 
subject. The vigilance formerly exer- 
cised by the people in Scotland, who were 
interested in the supply of oil, had ceased 
since a syndicate had assumed control of 
the business. Before the Committee of 
1894, the manager of the Linlithgow 
Oil Company gave evidence, stating that 
the delegates at the Scotch conference 
had not discussed the question of the 
flash point of oils, and that there was 
an understanding that thequestion should 
not be raised. When the Americans 
agreed to raise the price, the Scotch 
agreed to drop the question of the 
flash-point, and “that was the quid,” he 
frankly said, “ which they gave for the 
Americans’ guo.” The price of oil having 
risen from 4d. a gallon in 1894 to 10d.a 
gallon, the people concerned in the Scotch 
trade took no further interest in the 
question of the flash point, and the 
purification of foreign oils. As a result, 
oils had been imported which were highly 
dangerous explosives. That was a matter 
which affected the safety of the humbler 
classes. 
recently in Roscommon had caused the 
deaths of two people, and 14 others had 


Mr, Tully. 
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been very seriously injured. The acci- 
dent took place when a number of people 
had collected for the purpose of cele. 
brating the result of the General Election 
in Ireland. He had received communi- 
cations from correspondents, who pointed 
out that the oil sold to the people in 
country places for use in lamps 
was a very dangerous explosive, 
He submitted that, seeing there was no 
vigilance by the trade, and that oils 
were imported which were so highly 
explosive, it was the duty of the Inspec- 
tors of the Home Department to take 
some action in the matter; because, in 
many isolated districts of Ireland, the 
people had to depend for their domestic 
lighting on paraffin oil. There was 
hardly a farmer’s house in which there 
was not at any time a quart or a gallon 
of paraffin oil. If pure oil was supplied 
to them, the catastrophes to which he 
had referred would not have-happened. 
He would appeal, therefore, to the Home 
Secretary that some action should be 
taken by the Inspectors connected with 
the Department to examine into, and 
exercise some control over, the quality 
of the oils allowed to be sold to the 
people. 

Mr. LOUGH referred to the contem- 
plated changes in the regulations with 
regard to the cab system of London, and 
asked the Home Secretary to take some 
means by which the exact nature of the 
changes might be communicated to those 
concerned. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
W. Ruvtey, Lancashire, Blackpool) said, 
the dealing with dangerous and inflam- 
mable oils was not one of the duties 
of the inspectors under the Explosives 
Act of 1875, and therefore the Home 
Office had no power to conduct any 
special inquiry into the subject. 
He told the hon. Gentleman, in answer 
to the question put to him earlier in the 
evening, that he was willing to consider 
favourably the question on the appoint- 
ment of the Committee of last year. A 
predecessor of his in the Home Office 
endeavoured to deal with this question 


jin 1890 or 1891, and proposed a Bill, 


but it was bitterly opposed by the trade 


The accident which occurred|and had to be abandoned. Since then 


other catastrophes had occurred and the 
Inspectors of Explosives in the Home 
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Department and others had urged that 
it was most desirable to have some legis- 
Jation in this direction. The subject 
was a difficult one, and one which the 
Home Office could not take up with a 
view to legislation without the sanction 
and help of a Select Committee. A 
Select Committee sat and took evidence 
in 1894, and then recommended it should 
be reappointed, but unfortunately, from 
one circumstance or another during the 
late Session that Committee did not 
resume its labours. He should be glad 
to see the Committee on that subject 
reappointed, so that some practical pro- 
posals might be laid before the House 
with a view to controlling these danger- 
ous oils which had been the cause of 
many explosions not only in Ireland but 
in this country also. With regard to 
the question of cabs which had been 
referred to by the hon. Member for 
Islington, if he could discover any easy 
means of making known to those par- 
ticularly interested the new regulations 
which resulted from the action of the 
Committee to which allusion had been 
made, he should be glad to do so. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider 
this matter as to oil quite apart from 
the appointment of the Select Committee. 
The danger had assumed the proportions 
of a great grievance. In London alone, 
47 deaths occurred last year in con- 
sequence of oil explosions, and the 
London papers had urged the insistance 
on a standard lamp for the consumption 
of oil. The hon. Member for Roscommon 
was perfectly correct in saying that in 
Treland the introduction of oil had really 
become a very serious question. It was 
now largely used by both parties in con- 
nection with celebrations, and he won- 
dered that a vigilant Government like 
the present had not put it under 
the Dynamite Act or the Arms Act, 
so grave had the matter become. 
There was much talk about the importa- 
tion of foreign prison-made goods, but 
such importations, the value of which 
must be very small, could not affect any- 
body. This, however, was a question 
affecting the lives and the limbs of Her 
Majesty’s subjects, and because a syndi- 
cate in America had put up the price of 
oils and would not take the trouble to 
have them properly purified, the Govern- 
ment would not interfere in the matter. 


{23 Avaust 1895} 





Writ, 766 
If there was any subject on which the 
country was entitled to protection it was 
one of this kind. The Home Secretary 
ought certainly to have sufficient courage 
to insist that oil of a proper standard 
was intoduced into the country. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Resolution relating to Colonial Office 
and Privy Council Votes agreed to. 


NEW WRIT FOR THE BOROUGH OF 
DUBLIN (Sr. STEPHEN’S GREEN 
DIVISION). 

Tote PATRONAGE SECRETARY 

TO THE TREASURY (Sir W. Watronp, 

Devon, Tiverton) moved : 


‘*That Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant to 
the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland to make out 
a new Writ for the Borough of Dublin (St. 
Stephen’s Green Division), in the room of 
William Kenny, Esquire, Q.C., Her Majesty’s 
Solicitor-General for Ireland.”’ 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) asked 
whether it was in order to make such a 
Motion at that stage of the proceedings 
of the House. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is in order to 
make it before the Orders of the Day, or 
after them, as it is made now. 

Mr. P. O'BRIEN: Then I beg to 
move the adjournment of the Debate. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I may tell the hon. 
Gentleman that I shall not put that 
Motion to the House. [‘ Hear, hear!” 

Mr. P. O’BRIEN submitted that the 
whole proceeding was unusual and ir- 
regular. Notice was given that the Writ 
would be moved for at the usual time 
after the Speaker took the Chair. It 
was not moved for then, and so he wanted 
to know the reason why the Government 
had departed from the usual practice in 
the matter. The Government had done 
without the services of the Irish Solicitor- 
General for a fortnight, and surely they 
might do without them for a few days 
longer, and proceed regularly in moving 
for the Writ. Besides, they had at their 
disposal in the House the services of the 
late Solicitor-General for Ireland. The 
Government could only have adopted 
their present line of action for a Party 
purpose. They thought to steal a march 
on their political opponents in Dublin, 
but they would fail, for he could tell 
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them there would be a contest for the | inclined to support him. The House 
seat,and the probability was that this| could fairly take notice of the considera- 
gentleman would not return to the House | tion that the constituency had been 
in. informed by the hon. Member that the 
Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA-| Writ would not be moved till Monday. 
SURY: I think the hon. Gentleman} He moved an Amendment to the effect 
must feel that the objection he has made | that Mr. Speaker do issue his Writ “ on 
to the Motion for the Writ is one that| Monday next” to the Clerk of the 
can hardly bear examination. He says |Crown. He commented on the manifest 
insufficient notice was given. But the | inconvenience of the new arrangement 
right hon. Gentleman near me tells me|of the Government, whereby the Orders 
that notice was given to the Whips of | of the Day should be run through first, 
the two Nationalist Parties, sothat there|and then that a Motion of this kind 
was the fullest notice given that this| should be interpolated between them and 
proceeding would be taken. I think the | the adjournment of the House. 
right hon. Gentleman will feel, when he| *Mr.SPEAKER said, the hon. Member 
reconsiders his argument, that there is| would not be in order in moving the 
no ground for postponing to another day | alteration of the Motion for the issue of 
a matter which we can very well finish|the Writ. The only course open to the 


before we separate to-night. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that this 
office had been left vacant for two 
months, so that there could be no hurry. 
The regular course would be for the 
Motion to come on at the beginning of 
public business ; and no explanation had 
been given of the time chosen for bring- 
ing forward the Motion. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: A pure accident. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The same sort 
of accident, I suppose, which led to the 
office not being filled for the last two 
months. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : I think it right to 
inform the hon. Member that the hon. 
Member who moved this Writ did rise to 
move it before the Orders of the Day. 
But immediately after the last supple- 
mentary question, I had called on the hon. 
Member for Merionethshire, whose name 
was down for a Motion before public 
business, and the rule is, that when oncea 
notice of that kind has been moved, no 
other Motion can be taken before the 
Orders of the Day. Therefore, I told 
the hon. Baronet that he could not move 
the Writ until the Orders of the Day had 
been disposed of. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that he 
accepted absolutely and fully the state- 
ment which the Speaker had made as an 
answer to his remarks. But the hon. 
Gentleman who had protested against 
the Motion represented a small but im- 
portant section of the House. He was 
alone, and his colleagues had gone away, 
and as he considered himself aggrieved 
and was an Irishman, he was naturally 





Mr. P. O’Brien. 


| hon. Member would be to negative the 


Motion, and then on Monday a Writ 
could be moved by any hon. Member. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested to the 
consideration of the Speaker the case of 
Winchester, when Colonel ‘Tottenham 
died. He thought that on that occasion 
there was a Motion made for the post- 
ponement of the Writ. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said, he was not 
aware that a Motion had been made on 
that or any other occasion to alter the 
form of the Motion. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) 
submitted that, according to the Sessional 
Order passed the other day, it was not 
possible to make the Motion. 


The House divided :—For the Motion, 
114; against, 21. — (Division List, 
No. 20.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: On a point of 
order, Sir, may I ask you would it be in 


|order for a non-Member of the Govern- 


ment to move a new Writ for the city of 
Limerick now ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it would, on 
the ground of privilege. 


Whereupon, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance 
of the Order of the House of the 19th 
August, adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned at Twenty-five 
minutes before Two o'clock 
till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 26th August 1896. 


The Earl of Limerick—Sat Speaker. 


PrayeErs-— Read by the Lord Speaker. 


WAR OFFICE RE-ORGANISATION. 
*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (the Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
, My Lords, I was questioned a few days 
ago by the late Under Secretary of State 
for War in regard to the arrangements 
which Her Majesty’s Government had 
it in contemplation to carry out in con- 
nection with the impending retirement 
of his Royal Highness the Commander- 
in-Chief. I was then obliged to ask the 
noble Lord to excuse me from giving him 
any explanation of those arrangements 
or from stating whether we intended to 
proceed or not upon the lines laid down 
by our predecessors. Iam now able to 
supplement what I said the other even- 
ing, not by a full and final account of 
our proposals, but by a statement 
sufficient to give a description of the 
general lines upon which it is our inten- 
tion to proceed. I may state at the out- 
set, and I am glad to do so, that on the 
main principles there is no material 
difference of opinion between ourselves 
and our predecessors. Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman stated in another 
place that it was his intention to pro- 
ceed upon the main principles of the 
report of the Hartington Commission. 
It is our intention to do the same, to 
this extent at all events, that we regard 
that report as a sufficient and authorita- 
tive exposition of the defects presented 
by the then existing system of military 
administration. What were those de- 
fects? They may be summed up under 
three heads. The Commission reported : 
—(1) That there was an excessive 
centralisation of responsibility in the 
Commander-in-Chief ; (2) that, in the 
distribution of work amongst the heads 
of the great military departments, no 
sufficient provision had been made for 
the consideration of the plans for the 
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military defence of the Empire as a 
whole, or for the examination of larger 
questions of military policy; (3) that 
what the Commissioners spoke of as the 
consultative element was not sufficiently 
represented at the War Office. We 
believe this to be an accurate diagnosis. 
We accept it as the point of departure 
for our proposals, and we shall endeavour 
to apportion responsibility as it has not 
yet been apportioned amongst the heads 
of the great military departments, to 
distribute the duties of the head-quarters 
staff so that executive work will not 
absorb the whole time of every member 
of it, and to supply that consultative 
element upon the absence of which the 
Commissioners remarked. So far our 
course is plain, but when we proceed to 
give effect to these intentions the widest 
divergency of opinion becomes apparent. 
In these cases nothing is so easy as 
destructive criticism. It is only when 
you begin to rebuild the edifice which 
you have pulled down that your 
difficulties commence. I have been sup- 
plied with any number of schemes of 
War Department reorganisation, each of 
them, I have no doubt, perfect in the 
opinions of their authors, unquestionably 
many of them possessing very valuable 
features of their own. I should like to 
mention, in the first place, one point on 
which, agreeing with our predecessors, 
we propose to diverge, in appearance at 
all events, from the recommendations of 
the Commission. It will be remembered 
that one of the most noteworthy of its 
recommendations was that there should 
be created a central organising depart- 
ment under an officer to be styled the 
Chief of the Staff, whose duty it should 
be to advise the Secretary of State on 
all matters of general military policy 
connected with the defence of the 
Empire. He was to be entirely free 
from the executive work, and to be the 
confidential adviser of the Secretary of 
State. The Commission proposed the 
appointment of such a Chief of the Staff, 
and it proposed that in the new scheme 
a Commander-in-Chief in the present 
acceptation of the term should not have 
a place. There was, it was true, to be a 
general officer in command of the troops 
in Great Britain, just as there is now a 
general officer in command of the troops 
in Ireland, but I need say that such an 
officer would have little in common with 
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the kind of Commander-in-Chief to which | kindred matters ; the Inspector-General 
the public and the Army have hitherto| of Ordnance for the supply and inspec- 
been accustomed. I will not take up| tion of warlike stores and equipments 
the time of the House by recapitulating | for armaments, patterns, and inventions, 
the arguments against the arrangement | The precise distribution will, of course, 
recommended by the Hartington Com-| be laid down by Order in Council, and 
mission, if it seems to us that a Chief of | the sketch which I have given does not 
the Staff with attributes such as those| profess to be exhaustive or complete. 
which were suggested would, particularly | Each of these five officers will be im- 
if no Commander-in-Chief were to be) mediately responsible to the Secretary 
appointed, inevitably become the real} of State for the efficient administration 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army, and|of the department entrusted to him ; 
that there would be no true re-|each of them will have direct access to 
sponsibility on the part of the heads| the Secretary of State, and will advise 
of the great military departments) him with regard to the matters with 
if their recommendations were liable) which his own department is concerned ; 
to be set aside on the advice/each of them will in particular submit 
of such an officer. We felt, moreover, | proposals for the Estimates of his own 
that a Chief of the Staff, if entirely dis- department. The Commander-in-Chief 
sociated from executive work, would be and the other heads of departments will 
out of touch with the Army, and would, act together as a Board, to discuss such 
in all probability, not secure its con-| questions as may be from time to time 
fidence. In our scheme we have, as|referred to them by the Secretary of 
your Lordships are aware, provided for| State. The Commander-in-Chief will 
a Commander-in-Chief, but we do not) preside over the Board. We propose 
intend to provide for a Chief of the Staff) that the Accountant-General shall attend 
of the kind proposed by the Commis-' the Board, not as a Member of it, but 
sioners. I will now state broadly the rather with the object of supplying it 
manner in which the duties of the) with such information as it may require 
principal military Departments will be as to the financial aspect of cases under 
distributed. The Commander-in-Chief, | discussion. The Board will be specially 
who will hold his office under the usual) valuable in those numerous cases which 
rules affecting Staff appointments, will| concern more than one department of 
exercise general command over Her|the War Office, and in which it is so 
Majesty’s forces at home and abroad, | desirable that each department should 
will issue Army Orders, and will hold | be fully informed of the proceedings and 
periodical inspections of the troops. He/| views of the others. I may add that it 
will be responsible for commissions, pro- | is intended that promotions and appoint- 
motions, appointments, honours, and| ments above the rank of major shall 
rewards, and for the departments of! always come before the Board. We 
military information and mobilisation, | shall, perhaps, be asked how we have 
and for the general distribution of the | provided for the discharge of those duties 
Army. He will be the principal adviser which the Harrington Commission as- 
of the Secretary of State, and will give | signed to the Chief of the Staff. My 
him general as distinguished from de-| answer is that those duties, or the most 
partmental advice upon all important important of them, are of a kind the 
questions upon military policy. The performance of which ought not to be 
Adjutant-General will be charged with | dissociated from the Commander-in- 
the discipline, education, and training| Chief. They must be performed, if not 
of the Army, with returns and statistics, | by him, at all events under his eye and 
enlistments and discharges. To the|direction. It is our belief that, with a 
Quartermaster-General will be entrusted | proper distribution of work and respon- 
such matters as supplies and transport, | sibility among the heads of departments, 
the quarters of the Army, remounts, the | and with proper arrangements for giving 
movement of troops, the Pay Depart-| the Commander-in-Chief assistance 1 
ment, and the Army Service Corps. the discharge of his own particular 
The Inspector-General of Fortifications | duties, we shall be able so far to relieve 
will be responsible for fortifications, | him of ordinary executive work that he 
barracks and War Office lands, and for | will be able to give a large part of his 
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time and attention to those duties which 
were to be the special concern of the 
Chief of the Staff. It is intended that 
the Commander-in-Chief shall be assisted 
by two officers, one of whom will deal, 
under the Commander-in-Chief, with 
questions affecting the personnel of the 
Army, while the other will have charge 
of military intelligence and mobilisation. 
I may, perhaps, add that I am informed 
that during the last few years a great 
deal of the work formerly carried on in 
the Horse Guards has been decentralised 
and entrusted to the General Officers 
Commanding of Districts. I feel no 
doubt as to the wisdom of this policy, 


still further. 
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its advice. Its meetings have, however, 
been held at irregular intervals and have 
lately become infrequent, and it is our 
hope that we may be able to recur to 
them with greater regularity. Such dis- 
cussions, of which a record would be 
kept, will afford a very valuable oppor- 
tunity to the advisers of the Secretary 
of State for a free interchange of ideas. 
It will, of course, be understood that the 
Secretary of State alone is responsible 
to Parliament, and it is therefore with 
him that the final decision must rest. 





and I trust we may be able to carry it| 
The more we do so, the} 


The description which I have given does 
not purport to be more than a brief and 
imperfect sketch of the main outlines of 
the new system as applied to the heads 
of the great military departments. The 


greater will be the relief given to the| precise terms of the Order in Council 
Commander-in-Chief and his assistants. — will be necessary in order to give 
It remains for me to show what arrange- | effect. to it will require closer examina- 
ments we have made for providing that | tion than we have yet been able to give 
consultative element upon the absence | | them, and I need scarcely add that upon 





of which the Commission animadverted 
so strongly. That element will be pro- 
vided partly by the Board which I have 
already described, and partly by a con- 
sultative War Office Council, presided 
over by the Secretary of State, which 
will meet when required for the discussion 


of such subjects as he may refer to it. | 


That Council will consist of the Under- 
Secretaries of State, the Financial Secre- 
tary, the Commander-in-Chief, and the 
four heads of the great military depart- 
ments, and any other officers who may 
on special occasions be summoned to 
attend the meetings. The formation of 


a Council of this kind was strongly | 
recommended by the Hartington Com-| 


mission, which advised that such a 
Council would be of the utmost value 
for the purpose of securing unity of ad- 
ministravion and the harmonious working 
of the several branches of the War 
Office in all cases in which they are col- 
lectively concerned. A Council some- 
what of this description has, in fact, been 
for many years past assembled, from time 
to time, at the War Office whenever the 
Secretary of State had occasion to seek 


a of this kind it will be natural 
that, before the terms of the Order in 
| Council are finally decided, I should 
|have an opportunity of conferring in 
iregard to them with Lord Wolseley. 
'[ Hear, hear ! ”| 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Locat GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 3) Brut. 


The Lord Speaker informed the House 
that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn: The Order made on Thursday 
last, discharged ; and Bill committed to 
a Committee of the whole House on 
Friday next. 


EpvucaTion ProvistionAL OrpER Con- 
FIRMATION (LonpoN) Brut [H.1.] 


Commons Amendments considered (ac- 
cording to Order), and agreed to. 


House adjourned at Ten minutes to Five 
o’clock, to Friday next, a Quarter 
past Four o’clock. 
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West Highland 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 26th August 1895. 


The 
Clock. 


House met at Three of the 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Copy presented,—of Report by the 
Board of Trade on their Proceedings 
and Business under the Weights and 
Measures Acts, 1878 and 1889 [by Act}; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 432.] 


NEW WRIT. 


For the Inverness District of Burghs, 
v. Robert Bannatyne Finlay, Esquire, 
Q.C., Her Majesty’s Solicitor General.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


CLARENCE LANE (ROEHAMPTON). 
Copy ordered,— 


“Of Correspondence between the Office of 
Works and the London County Council and 
the Wandsworth Local Board on the subject of 
the opening of Clarence Lane, Roehampton, for 
public traffic.”—(Mr. Skewes-Cox.) 


BRITISH WEST AFRICAN COLONIES. 
(IMPORTATION OF SPIRITS). 


Address for— 


‘‘ Return of the quantities and declared value 
of the Gin, Rum, and other ‘ Trade Spirits’ 
imported in each of the five years ending with 
1894 into the British West African Colonies of 
the Gambia, Sierra Leone, the Gold Coast, and 
Lagos, also into the Niger Coast Protectorate 
and the Royal Niger Company’s territories, 
showing, as far as practicable, the quantities 
supplied and their declared values from the 
several Countries exporting them, and similar 
information as to the British South Africa 
Company’s territories, British Central Africa, 
British East Africa, and the Zanzibar Pro- 
tectorate.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
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PUBLIC OFFICES [ACQUISITION OF 
SITE.] 


Committee to consider of authorising 
the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, 
of such sums as may be required for the 
purchase of certain lands in Westminster 
for a site for public offices (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified), To-morrow. 


—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
[GUARANTEE.] 

The SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) 
moved that the House should to-morrow 
resolve itself into Committee to consider 
the propriety of authorising the Treasury 
to guarantee the Interest on certain 
capital of the West Highland Railway 
Company, and to pay a sum of money 
to that Company, and of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, and, if those 
moneys are in sufficient, out of the Con- 
solidated Fund, of such sums as may 
be necessary for those purposes (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified). 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) said: Mr. Speaker, I do not 
think notice has been given of this. Is 
it not customary to give notice of such 
a Motion. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is a notice in 
itself. 

Mr. DALZIEL: On a point of order, 
is it not necessary in a matter of the 
kind that we should take the first stage 
in Committee. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That is exactly 
what the Motion proposes: “That the 
House do resolve itself into Committee.” 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. DALZIEL: I am quite aware 
of the purport of the notice. What I 
wish to ask you is whether it is not 
customary to place a notice of the 
kind on the Paper for the Committee 
stage. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : It would be quite 
contrary to custom. [* Hear, hear!”! 
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CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 
Mr. C. A. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War, whether his attention 
has been called to the regulations issued 
by the Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital, 
on the 22nd June last, by which it was 
provided that in future the clothing and 
necessaries for the use of the In-Pensioners 
are only to be replaced when worn out, 
and are to remain the property of the 
Institution ; whether he is aware that 
these Pensioners are thus deprived of 
the privilege which they have enjoyed 
for more than 200 years of selling their | 





old clothing ; and, whether he will take | 


steps to prevent them from suffering the | 
appreciable loss which will result to them | 
from this unexpected change in the regu- 


lations. 


*The UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): Uniform is issued 
to the in-patients at the Royal Hospital, 
Chelsea, not in order that they might 
make money out of it, but that they be well 
and properly clothed. Its sale by the 
Pensioners has never been authorised 
by regulation, though the custom has 
existed for many years. The practice 
has worked very unequally. Pensioners 
in good health wear out their uniform 
and get little for it. Men confined to 
the infirmary in some cases never wear 
their uniform at all, and get a much 
greater gain on it. Pensioners are pro- 
vided by the Commissioners with pocket 
money to the extent considered desirable ; 
and the receipt by them once a year of 
a comparatively large sum from the sale 
of their uniform has been found to give 
rise to great irregularities and to be 
subversive of discipline. The Order of 
June 22 was within the competence of 
the Commissioners; and the Secretary 
of State does not consider it desirable to 
call it in question. The Commissioners 
will be asked to consider whether in 
view of the withdrawal of this privilege 
any compensatory advantage can 
given to the gencral body of the In- 
Pensioners. 
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NAVAL EXPENDITURE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether the Re- 
turns relating to Naval Expenditure, on 
the Paper for this day and for to-morrow, 
can be granted 1 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscnen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): The Return 
asked for by the right hon. Gentleman in 
continuation of Parliamentary Papers of 
previous Sessions can be granted. With 
reference to the other there are technical 
difficulties with reference to the form. A 
communication shall be made to the 
right hon. Gentleman with reference to 
the shape in which the information which 
he apparently desires can be given. 


MAIL SUBSIDIES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the whole 
cost of the so-called mail subsidies (e.g., 
paying 3s. per lb. for letters sent to the 
United States in English ships, as against 
1s. 8d. per lb. for letters sent to America 
in American and German vessels of equal 
and often superior speed, and of paying 
£40,000 a year for a mail service be- 
tween Canada, Japan, and Hong Kong, 
and also the whole cost of the Indian 
mail service) is charged to the Post 
Office, whereas it has been declared by a 
Select Committee that these subsidies are 
paid for four distinct purposes—namely, 
to encourage British shipbuilding ; to 
keep up the commercial supremacy of 
England on the seas; as an auxiliary 
Naval Power ; and, lastly, to carry the 
mails ; and whether he will take steps to 
carry out the recommendation of the 
Canning Commission to solicit the Trea- 
sury only to charge the Post Office a fair 
proportion of the subsidies paid—namely, 
the ordinary freight charges for the car- 
riage of the mails? 

*Tuoxt SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston): 
The Postmaster General is of course 
alive to the fact that it has been found 
convenient to place mail packet subsidies 


be|on the Vote for Post Office Packet Ser- 


vices ; and he does not propose to re- 
open with the Lords Commissioners of 
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the Treasury this question of public 
accounting. The hon. Gentleman must 
be aware that the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Contract Packets, presided 
over by Lord Canning in 1853, dealt 
with circumstances which no longer 
exist, the Packet Services being at that 
time controlled by the Admiralty, and 
borne on the Naval Vote. 


CHOBHAM MILITARY 
TROUGHS. 
Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he is aware that in 
the mobilisation at Chobham the water 
troughs were so badly constructed as to 
allow a leakage of many thousand gal- 
lons, and that the joints were plastered 
with white lead ; and, if so, whether the 
contractors to the War Office, Messrs. 
Martin and Wells, of Aldershot, have 
been called to: account in the matter ? 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powetr- 
Wituiams, Birmingham, 8.): It is not 
the case that there was a large waste of 
water from the water troughs referred 
to, nor were the joints plastered with 
white lead. The quantity of water con- 
sumed was unusually small. The General 
Officer Commanding was quite satisfied 
with them ; and, considering the short 
notice at which they were supplied, it 
has not been thought necessary to call 
the contractors to account for any slight 
shortcomings. 


WATER 


EDINBURGH PRISON WARDERS. 

Mr. ROBERT WALLACE (Edin- 
burgh, E.): I beg to ask the Lord Ad- 
vocate, in view of the fact that the 
average labour of prison warders in 
Edinburgh amounts to 59} hours per 
week, which is considerably in excess of 
the time worked by the majority of Gov- 
ernment servants, whether there is any 
objection to placing prison warders on 
the same level, as regards working hours, 
with other Government servants ! 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (sir 
CuaRLEs Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): I apprehend 
there is considerable variety in the num- 
ber of hours worked by Government 
servants, depending on the nature of the 
duties performed. I am not aware that 
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the hours of duty of Edinburgh prison 
warders compare unfavourably with 
those of similar officers in other prisons, 
and they do not exceed what was thought 
reasonable by the Departmental Com- 
mittee which reported in 1892. The 
Secretary for Scotland does not at present 
see any reason for an increase of the 
staff beyond what has already followed 
on the Report of that Committee. 


BOARD OF MANUFACTURES, 


SCOTLAND. 

Mr. ROBERT WALLACE: I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate—(1) what is at 
the present moment the amount of accu- 
mulated funds in the hands of the Board 
of Manufactures in Scotland; and (2) 
what steps the Board is taking for the 
encouragement of art in Scotland ? 

*Toe LORD ADVOCATE: I have 
received a“"communication_ from the 
Secretary to the Board of Manufactures, 
who is at present on his anaual leave, 
and is, therefore, unable to give me the 
exact amount of the accumulated funds 
referred to, but as soon as I can obtain 
the information I will communicate it to 
the hon. Member. With reference to 
the second paragraph, the Board are 
fulfilling their ordinary duties, which, as 
the hon. Member is aware, include the 
| conduct of the important School of Art 
|in Edinburgh, and the maintenance of 
| the National Gallery of Scotland, the 
| National Portrait Gallery, and National 
Museum of Antiquities, together with 
the buildings containing these collections. 





NEWFOUNDLAND AND CANADA. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
fast, 8.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies what is the present 
state of negotiations between Newfound- 
land and Canada with regard to the in- 
| corporation of the former with the 
| Dominion ; and if he will be able to aid 
iin overcoming the financial difficulties 
|which formerly presented an obstacle to 
the union ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONTES (Mr. JoserH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): The negotia- 
tions are for the present in abeyance, and 
if the aid suggested by the question refers 
to the request that the taxpayers of the 
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United Kingdom should assume a por- 
tion of the debt of Newfoundland, which 
is a self-governing colony, the present 
Government could only return the same 
negative answer as was given by my 
predecessor. 


[IRISH OATS. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, (1) whether 
he is aware that, owing to the fall in the | 
price of oats since the last harvest, Irish | 
corn merchants hold large stocks of old 
oats which are unsaleable except much 
under cost, and that consequently the 
price of new oats is likely to fall con- 
siderably below the lowest point touched 
for the past 25 years ; and (2) whether in 
view of this event occurring, he will take 
any steps to give temporary relief to| 
Irish farmers ? 


*TnHeE CHIEF 








| 
SECRETARY § For, 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Batrour| 
Leeds Central): There is no official | 
information available showing that mer- | 
chants have lar ger stoce tks of old oats on | 
hand than is usual, and any statement | 
such as is made at the end of the first | 
paragraph must be purely speculative at 
present. Only very small samples of new 
oats have come into the markets as yet, 
and as they must have been cut in bad 
weather the grain was naturally soft and 
immature, and thus realised small prices. 
Should the weather improve the corn 
will come into the markets in better con- 
dition and will, it is believed, yield a 
better price. 

Caprain DONELAN asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman was aware that he 
founded his question on a statement 
contained in a letter sent to him by the 
senior partner in the first firm of oats 
exporters in the South of Ireland, whose 
name he would be happy to give to 
him? <As this was a matter of vital 
consequence to Irish farmers, perhaps the 
House would permit him to read an 
extract. [Ministerial dissent. | 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
can only do so with the entire consent of 
the House, which it does not appear to 
have. 

Caprain) DONELAN asked the 


Chief Secretary whether he was aware 
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that the price of oats, instead of improv- 
ing, as expected by the Irish Land Com- 
mission in their Report just issued, had 
steadily fallen, and that the average now 
stood at 54d. oe stone instead of 6d., as 
on Thursday last ? 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not aware of the fact the hon. Member 
has brought to my notice, but I may say 
there is nothing to justify the legislation 
he prozoses. [ “Hear hear !” | 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS. 


Mr. G. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, 
Mid.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland— 
(1) whether he is aware that the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts have been 
almost wholly inoperative throughout 
the province of Ulster, owing to the 


refusal of Boards of Guardians to put 


them into operation ; and (2) whether 
|the Government will at an early date 
introduce legislation which will compel 
| Boards of Guardians in Ulster to put 
the Acts into force ! 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T am 

aware that comparativ ely few cottages 
he ave been erected in Ulster under the 
provisions of the Labourers Acts. With 
regard to the second paragraph, however, 
I would point out that under the Act of 
1891 the Local Government Board are 
empowered to direct an Inquiry to be 
held by their Inspector into the refusal 
of a Board of Guardians to provide 
cottages, and, if satisfied, as the result 
of such Inquiry, that the Guardians have 
made default, the Board may authorise 
their Inspector to exercise all the powers 
of the Guardians under the Labourers 
Act. In pursuance of the provisions of 
this Act of 1891, the Local Government 
Board have authorised their Inspectors to 
exercise these powers in three unions in 
Ulster, and in seven other unions in the 
same province Inquiries have been held 
with a view to ascertaining whether any 
necessity existed for providing cottages. 
I am not yet in a position to say whether 
further legislation on the subject is called 
for or not. 


Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.E.) asked 
who was to set the Local Government 
Board in motion in connection with the 
non-fulfilment of the Act. 
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*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR :I believe | notice to terminate their engagements, 
the Local Government Board can be set | and will be retired without compensation 
in motion by 12 labourers resident in | for loss of employment ; (2) what are 


a locality, who petition the Board on|the reasons which have led to this 
the subject. | 
} 


general measure ; (3) whether there will 
be an increased or a lessened charge to 
the public by the appointment of per- 
H.M.S. “ST. VINCENT.” | manent officers instead ; and (4) whether 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I beg | it is the case that some of the Acting 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty | Inspectors in question, though only 
whether H.M.S. St. Vincent, training | appointed from year to year, had been 
ship at Portsmouth, has now got 700) required to reside in the districts in 
boys on board ; and whether it has been | which they were employed ? 
represented to him that it is in much) Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tne 
too crowded a condition, and that its |\COUNCIL (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
present state is deleterious to the health | University): The answer to the first 
of the lads on board ? paragraph of the right hon. Gentleman’s 

Mr. GOSCHEN: It has not been| question is in the affirmative. The 
represented to me that the ship is in | arrangement was made before the present 
much too crowded a condition, nor that | Government came into office. The reason 
the present state is deleterious to the | which led to this general measure was 
health of the lads. The number of boys|the desire to substitute permanent for 
on board is 679, and the sanitary con-| temporary officers. The charge to the 
dition of the ship is reported to me as| public will be considerably lsssened for 
being good. The established complement | some time to come. It was & condition 
was recently reduced by 110, and since/|of the appointment of the temporary 
then no representation as to overcrowd- | local Inspectors that they should reside 
ing has been made so far as I am aware.|in the district in which they were 
The complements of all training ships | employed. 
were revised and reduced not long ago. 

INDIAN COTTON DUTIES. 

LIGHT RAILWAYS IN IRELAND. Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE(Burnley): 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal,|I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | whether, in view of the statement made 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, | by him in the House of Commons on the 
whether he will, during the Recess, con- | 21st of February last, and which he then 


sider the advisability of further extend- 
ing in the western division of the county 
of Donegal the system of light railways 
initiated, with great advantage to that 
part of the country, by one of his pre- 
decessors in office ? 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No time 


will be lost by the Irish Government in | 


giving their best attention to the whole 
subject of the extension of light rail- 
ways in Ireland, but at present I cannot 
add anything to the statement I made 
on this subject on Thursday last. 


ACTING INSPECTORS OF DRAWING. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education—(1) whether the Acting 
Inspectors of Drawing, under the Science 
and Art Department, have received 


announced was also acquiesced in by 
Lord Salisbury, as to the impolicy of 
imposing cotton duties upon English 
goods in India, the Government propose 
to take steps for the repeal of those 
duties ; and whether the Government, 
as a preliminary to their repeal, will call 
upon the Government of India to impose 
a general and equivalent Excise Duty 
upon all qualities of cotton cloth manu- 
factured in India, in order to render 
‘those Duties absolutely non-protective 
‘in their character ? 

| *Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 





INDIA (Lord George Hamitron, Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) said: I have received a 
Memorial from the representatives of the 
various cotton industries in Lancashire 
stating fully and clearly their objections 
to the present Excise Duty levied on 
cotton yarns in India, and pointing out 
that in their opinion such a duty does 
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not remove or counterbalance the pro-, Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banff 
tective character of the Customs Duty | shire): Is the noble Lord now able to 
to which all imported cotton goods are| tell us more precisely the date on which 
subject. This Memorial will be sent to| the Indian Budget will be taken ? 

India, and the Indian Government re-| *Lorp G. HAMILTON : I am afraid 
quested to state their side of the case.) that that does not depend upon me, but 


I may add that I adhere to the speech I upon the hon. Gentleman and his friends. 


made on the 21st of February last, and | 


||Laughter.| The Indian Budget will be 


have nothing to retract in connection | taken when we get through Supply. 


with it. [‘ Hear, hear ! 

Mr. STANHOPE: May I ask the | 
noble Lord whether, as he adheres to his | 
speech of the 21st February, the Govern- 
ment of which he is so important a/| 
Member will take steps to repeal these 
duties? [‘ Hear, hear!” 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : I think that} 


my hon. Friend had better read my | 
speech first. What I then stated was | 
that the objection to the imposition of | 
the duties was much more serious than | 
the majority of the House believed ; and | 
I further stated that there was great 


difficulty in framing a satisfactory Excise | ‘ : 
. | the ordinary annual increment of salary 


Duty to counterbalance a Customs Duty. 
To both those opinions I adhere. 

Mr. STANHOPE asked whether the | 
noble Lord would be able to give any | 
more definite answer to the inquiry than | 
he now afforded to the House on the 
occasion of the Debate to be raised on 
this subject on the Indian Budget. 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON: My hon. 


Friend will see that this is a matter of | 


some difficulty and of great delicacy, 
and I certainly ought not to be expected 
to give any opinion on the question until 
the Indian Government have had an 


on the subject. [‘* Hear, hear! ”] 

Mr. FLYNN asked whether it was) 
not the fact that a large number of | 
Lancashire Members were returned at 
the last Election pledged to the repeal 
of these duties. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 

*Mr. SPEAKER: “Order, order ! ” 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked whether the opinion of the Indian 
Government had not been previously 
stated on this question, and whether the 
opinion now asked for was to be based 
upon any new facts. 

*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The whole 
situation is new, because the Excise 
Duty only recently came into operation, 
and until some time has elapsed it will | 
be impossible to say exactly what the 
effect of that duty will be. 


REGISTRY OF DEEDS, DUBLIN. 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): 


|I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


_sury whether he is aware that, although 
\to meet the claim for promotion put 
‘forward by those officers in the Registry 
\of Deeds in Dublin who are entrusted 
| with the duty of searching, the Treasury 
_ established temporary staff posts to which 


| the Second Division Clerks appointed to 


‘search were promoted, the benefit of this 
arrangement was destroyed by stopping 


‘in respect of those so promoted ; and, 


| will he explain the reason of thus deny- 


ing the benefit of promotion to employés 
whom the Treasury admits to be deserv- 
ing of promotion, and the special and 
technical character of whose duties would 
seem to render fit objects for favourable 
treatment ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: The Clerks referred 
to were appointed to temporary staff 
posts on fixed salaries of £210 (a mate- 
rial advance in each case on their former 
emoluments). It was an express condi- 


é t had an) tion of the concession that no further 
opportunity of fully stating their views | 


increment should accrue until the time 


|when the Clerks would have reached 


£210 by the ordinary increments of the 
| Second Division. This arrangement was 
‘considered fully to meet the equity of 
the case, and the Treasury cannot sanc- 
‘tion any departure from it. 


TUAM AND CLAREMORRIS RAILWAY. 


Mr. D. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade—(1) whether he is aware that, 
on the Tuam and Claremorris Railway, 
there is a public level crossing about 
half a mile from Milltown Station, and 
no person in charge, although, according 
'to the Government Arbitrator’s award, 
‘the Waterford and Limerick Railway 
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Company was bound to erect a care-; THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
taker’s cottage, which they have failed|rmz HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
to carry out, and that an old man|M. W. Ruptey, Lancashire, Black- 
narrowly escaped being cut down there, | pool) : My attention has been called to 
and several sheep were killed there on|the increase of reported accidents in 
another occasion ; (2) whether he is aware | 1894 as compared with 1893. There is 
that the only means adopted by the!reason to believe that the increase of 
Company to preserve life and property | reports made is due in large measure to 
there is, that the stationmaster at|increased activity and vigilance on the 
Milltown, being provided with a teles-|part of the Inspectors, and not wholly 
cope, covers the crossing before a|to increase in the actual number of 
train leaves, and if he spies cattle on the | accidents. The number for the year 
line he warns the driver ; when the latter} 1893 is substantially smaller than 
comes up to the animals he comes off| the figures for the preceding and the 
the engine and drives them off ; and, (3) | following year. This seems to point in 
whether the Company will be compelled} part to an accidental fluctuation. The 
to adopt adequate means to prevent| Factory Act of last Session contains 
accident in the future, and save the} numerous provisions intended to prevent 
public from serious danger ? danger from accidents, and when that 
Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF | Act comes into force we may fairly hope 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircuir, Croydon) :|for some diminution in the number of 
The hon. Member’s question is not very | accidents. The inspectors’ assistants 
precise, but 1 have communicated with}are fully occupied with their special 
the Waterford and Limerick, and the}duties in workshops; they were not 
Athenry and Tuam Companies. They | selected as being qualified for the more 
both state that the crossing which they | difficult work of factory inspection, and 
believe to be in question is merely an| nothing would be gained by transferring 
ordinary accommodation crossing, and | them to it. (“ Hear, hear !”| 
the Athenry Company add that the| Mr. T. J. HEALY (Wexford, N.), 
adjacent occupiers refused to accept keys | asked whether the right hon. Gentleman 
for the gates. The Companies deny all} could say whether he intended to bring 
knowledge of the circumstances referred|in a Bill to amend the Employers’ 
to in the latter part of the first, and in| Liability Act, next Session ! 
the second paragraphs of the question.|} Sir M.W. RIDLEY : That is a matter 
I shall be happy to show the hon.j|scarcely connected with the question. 
Member the replies, and if he will let me |[“ Hear, hear ! ”] 
know what crossing he refers to, and let 
me have any other information in regard | 
to it, I shall be glad to cause further 
inquiry to be made. DISPENSARY DOCTORS IN IRELAND. 


| Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Cork Co, 
| N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
ACCIDENTS TO FACTORY OPERATIVES, | to the Lord Lieutenant of Treland, 
(1) whether the Local Government 
Mr. GEOFFREY DRAGE (Derby): | Board sanction dispensary doctors having 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for|the dispensary in their own houses in 
the Home Department, whether his | towns where premises suitable and con- 
attention has been called to the increase | venient to the public can be obtained ; 
in the accidents reported as occurring |(2) whether under these conditions they 
during the last twelve months to factory | would sanction a Board of Guardians 
operatives ; whether any cause can be | surrendering an existing dispensary held 
assigned for such increase ; and, whether|on lease at a reasonable rent in order 
he will consider the desirability of! to accommodate the doctor, five minutes 
utilising the special knowledge of the | walk being saved him ; and, (3) whether, 
inspector’s assistants, now chiefly, if not|in the interest of the ratepayers, they 
entirely, employed in workshops, for the | will refuse sanction to such an arrange- 
inspection of factories also? ment if brought under their notice? 


Mr. D. Kilbride. 
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provision of dispensary accommodation 
devolves upon Boards of Guardians 
under Section & of the Poor Relief 
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BALFOUR: The} POSTMASTERSHIPS. 

| Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR, (Done- 
|gal, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
(Ireland) Act, 1851, and it is not the | master General, whether, in filling 
practice of the Local Government Board | vacancies in the office of postmaster the 
to interfere with the Guardians in their | same system is adopted in Ireland as is 
selection of premises, unless satisfied | adopted in Great Britain ; whether such 
that the premises are inconveniently | vacancies are filled by the transfer of 
situated, or are otherwise unsuitable for | other postmasters, so as to secure where 
the sick poor seeking medical relief ; As to | possible a promotion to several existing 
paragraphs 2 and 3, the Local Govern- | officers of that rank, or by fresh appoint- 
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ment Board can express no opinion as to| ment to that rank; and, whether the 
the action they might feel called upon to | vacancy in the Cork Postmastership will 
adopt until all the facts of the particular | be utilised to secure by transfer promo- 
case are placed before thein. 


|tion among in 
| Ireland ? 

| *Mr. HANBURY: In Ireland the 

KILDARE COUNTY COURT OFFICERS. | system pursued in filling vacant post- 

Mr. C. J. ENGLEDOW (Kildare, | masterships is the same as in Great 

N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary Britain. These vacancies are filled 

to the Lord Lieutenant of ITreland— | sometimes by the promotion of a post- 

(1) whether his attention has been called | master from one Office to another and 

to the fact that the following Civil Bill | sometimes by the appointment of some- 

officers, namely, Halpin, Manders,|one outside the rank of postmasters, 


existing postmasters 


Nelson, and Young, who are attached 
to the Kildare County Court, are in the 
habit of acting as inspectors for the 
Conservative Party at the Parliamentary 
Revision Courts; (2) whether it is 
reguiar for County Court Officials and 


|according to what are conceived to be 
ithe claims and qualifications of the 
|several candidates. The vacancy at 
|Cork will be dealt with in the usual 
|manner, that is either by transfer or 
| fresh appointment. 


Sheriffs’ Officers to take an active part | 


in political organisations ; (3) whether 
he is aware that the County Court 
Judge of Carlow, who is also County 
Court Judge of Kildare, prevented a 
Carlow Civil Bill Officer from appearing 


as a party inspector in Carlow Revision | 
Court; and (4) whether he will take | 
steps to prevent the above-named Civil | 
Sheriffs’ Officers | 


Bill Officers and all 
from appearing as party inspectors in 
the Revision Courts at the forthcomin sz 
revision for the County of Kilcare? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: ‘The 
attention of the Irish Government has 
not, so far as I am aware, been hitherto 
called to the matter referred to. I am 
informed that the County Court Judge 


CHANNEL FLEET. 

Sin JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
‘the Admiralty, whether he can give any 
‘information respecting the movements of 
the Channel Fleet during the next few 
weeks ! 

Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
|} RALTY (Mr. W. E. Macartney, An- 
|trim, 8.): The Channel Squadron have 
‘orders to leave Portland to-day (Monday) 
| for the Firth of Forth ; in returning, the 
| squadron will call (weather permitting) 
|at east coast ports, Sunderland, Scar- 
|borough, and Yarmouth. [“ Hear, 
| hear !”| 


did not prevent a Civil Bill Officer from | 


appearing as a party inspector, hut that 


he expressed an opinion that it would be | 
better for Civil Bill Officers not so to | 


LOCOMOTIVE ACT, 1865, AND 
PETROLEUM. 


act, and that in deference to that | Mr. J. CUMMING MACDONA 
expression of opinion the Civil Bill (Southwark, Rotherhithe): I beg to ask 
Officer ceased to act as party inspector | the President of the Local Government 
at subsequent revisions. I am advised | Board, whether he is aware that a petro- 
that I have no power to take the steps | leum motor, owned by the Hon. Evelyn 
suggested in the last paragraph. Ellis, which won the first prize in the 
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recent horseless carriage race between 
Paris and Bordeaux, has since then 
travelled in this country from Michel- 
dever to Datchet, a distance of 56 miles, 
in five and a-half hours, at a cost of one 
halfpenny-worth of petroleum per hour, 
carrying four persons all the time. And 
whether, in view of the fact that this 
new and cheap motor might be made use 
of by the farmers and others in bringing 
their produce to their markets at an 
extremely reduced rate, he will consider 
the desirability of repealing the Loco- 
motive Act of 1865, so as to admit of 
petroleum and electric motors being 
more extensively used in our country ? 

Mr. FLYNN said that, before the 
right hon. Gentleman answered the first 
part of that question, he should like to 
ask the ruling of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in the Chair as to whether the rule 
of the House prevented the Order Book 
being made use of as an advertising 
medium. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot see any 

objection to the question. 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Henry 
Cuapuin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The 


Crown Estate 


subject of motors for horseless carriages 
is one to which my attention has been 
drawn, and it is my intention to care- 
fully consider it in connection with the 
Bill which was introduced last Session 
by my predecessor. 


TRAIN SERVICE TO ACHILL ISLAND. 
Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he is aware of the 
inconvenience caused to the inhabitants 
of Achill Island, and to tourists visiting 
it, by the fact that the mail train which 
leaves Dublin at 7.40 a.m. proceeds no 
further than Westport, thus causing a 
delay of several hours in the delivery of 
the Achill mail ; and, will he take steps 
to insure that there shall be a continued 
service right through to Achill of the 
7.40 mail train from Dublin ? 
*Mr. HANBURY: The railway has 
only been opened to Achill since May 
last, and full reports have not been 
received yet as to the expediency of 
using it for the mail service. The 
question raised by the hon. Member, 
however, will be carefully considered. 


Mr. J. Cumming Macdona. 
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MORAY FIRTH FISHERY 
REFUGES. 
Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: 

I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, whether 
the attention of the Secretary for 
Scotland has been drawn to the special 
advantages of Craigenroan as the site 
for a fishery boat refuge for the Moray 
Firth ; whether he is aware that the 
engineer of the Scottish Fishery Board 
has reported favourably regarding it, 
and that for a moderate outlay great 
benefit will accrue to the fishing popu- 
lation ; and, whether, for the protection 
of the lives and property of the fisher- 
men along this very dangerous coast, he 
will consider the propriety of making a 
grant from the Treasury of the amount 
required. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE: I find 
that the attention of the late Secretary 
for Scotland was drawn to the special 
advantages of Craigenroan as a site for 
a fishery harbour of refuge, and that the 
engineer of the Fishery Board reported 
favourably in regard to.-it, though 
hitherto nothing has been done. The 
sum required is £15,000 or £20,000. 
The Fishery Board have reported that 
there are no funds at their disposal out 
of which such a payment can be made; 
but I will, in consultation with the 
Secretary for Scotland, consider the pro- 
priety of moving further in the matter. 
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CROWN ESTATE FARMS. 

Mr. R. A. YERBURGH (Chester) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whether he will take steps to abolish the 
practice under which cottages other than 
those requisite for the proper working 
of the farms are let to the farmers on 
the Crown Estates, and to provide that 
only such cottages as are absolutely 
necessary for the requirements of the 
farms shall be let with them; and 
whether, wherever practicable, he will 
undertake that every cottager shall have 
a cow-run ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: It is the usual 
practice on the Crown Agricultural 
Estates to let with a farm such cottages 
only as are reasonably needed for the 
permanent labourers required for the 
proper working of the farm. While the 
Commissioners feel that it is necessary 
for farmers to have the control of a 
small number of cottages for their 
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necessary farm servants, they are op- 

to any general system that would 
put all the labourers in any district in 
cottages let to the farmers and then sub- 
let by them to the actual occupiers. 
The Commissioners are always ready to 
entertain any practicable proposals for 
giving cow-runs to cottagers, and they 
regret that in many cases projects of 
this kind which are set on foot are from 
various reasons hopeless. 


Mr. YERBURGH asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he would 
undertake on the part of the Govern- 
ment that this practice of letting 
cottages on Crown Estates would be 
done away with. 


*Mr. HANBURY said that he 
believed that his answer covered the 
question of the hon. Member. 


MONEY-LENDING TO FARMERS. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, whether he is aware that it is a 
practice of money lenders in England to 
take promissory notes from English and 
Welsh farmers made payable in Scotland ; 
whether he is further aware that under 
the Scotch law it is possible, without any 
investigation into the merits of a trans- 
action, to obtain the process known as 
“summary diligence” by mere publica- 
tion in a Scotch newspaper; and that 
thereupon, without any notice to the 
borrower being given, the necessary pro- 
ceedings can be taken in Scotland, and 
an execution sent down to the Sheriff in 
England, who must forthwith levy upon 
the borrower ; whether he is aware that 
many farmers have been sold up under 
this process ; and whether he wil! take 
steps to remedy this grave abuse of the 
law % 

Sm M. W. RIDLEY: I have no 
knowledge of such a practice as is de- 
scribed in the question. One complaint 
was made to the Home Office in the time 
of my predecessor, but in that case the 
Lord Advocate advised that legal pro- 
ceedings in Scotland, to enforce the Bill, 
would not be well founded. If the hon. 
Member will furnish particulars of the 
cases to which he alludes, I will consult 
the Law Officers as to the proper remedy 
for the abuse. 
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DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that a letter sent 
by Sir Edward Russell, from Liverpool, 
addressed to Mr. Wheeler, High Street, 
Oxford, was marked by the postal 
officials to the effect that the address was 
insufficient, and returned for that reason 
to the sender, although the tradesman 
in High Street named Wheeler is one of 
the best known citizens of Oxford, and 
who constantly receives letters addressed 
as above ; and whether the Postmaster 
General will direct that proper pains be 
taken to deliver letters to well known 

rsons. 

*Mr. HANBURY: It is the case 
that a letter addressed ‘“ Mr. Wheeler, 
High Street, Oxford,” and intended, as 
it since proves, for Mr. Wheeler, of No. 
106, High Street, was returned as in- 
sufficiently addressed. The explanation 
is that there is another tradesman named 
Wheeler at 56, High Street, Oxford, to 
whom the address High Street (without 
number) would equally apply, and that, 
in consequence of letters for one trades- 
man falling into the hands of the other, 
irritation has been caused. In such 
cases, in the absence of some mutual 
agreement, the practice of the depart- 
ment is to decline to decide between the 
claimants, and to treat the letters as in- 
sufficiently addressed. I may add that 
since the date of the question, an agree- 
ment has been arrived at, and that the 
ambiguously addressed letters in question 
are to be offered in the first instance to 
Mr. Wheeler of No. 106. As regards 
the concluding words of the question, I 
am not prepared to admit, on behalf of 
the Postmaster General, that the sug- 
gested directions are called for. [‘“ Hear, 
hear !”] 


THEFTS FROM PILLAR LETTER 
BOXES. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
with reference to the theft of letters 
from pillar-boxes, which had induced the 
postal officials to place a notice on every 
pillar-box, warning the public against 
posting anything of value in it, whether 
the Department is aware that a large 
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number of inventions have been brought 
out for effectually checking such thefts, 
many of them of cheap construction and 
thoroughly etlicient for the purpose in 
view, and that the German Government 
has adopted one of these mechanical 
checks to its pillar-boxes ; and whether 
he will personally examine these inven- 
tions, with a view to the adoption of 
that which may prove to be the best ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: In reply to the 


hon. Member, I have to inform him that 
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thefts from street letter-boxes are very 
rare. 
character alluded to in the question have 


been examined by the Post Office, but so | 
far none of them have proved free from | 
at the| 
present time a contrivance is being | 


objection. I may add that 
tested. The hon. Member is mistaken 
as to the meaning of the warning to 
which he refers. It is obvious that its 


intention is to oblige individuals to take | 
containing value to a proper 


[“ Hear, hear ! ”] 


letters 
otlice to be registered. 


GARVE AND ULLAPOOL RAILWAY 
EXTENSION. 


Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and Cro- 


the Exchequer whether the Government | 
will consider the desirability of providing | 
a guarantee, at an early date, for the 
extension of the railway between Garve | 
and Ullapool ? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX-) 
CHEQUER (Sir Micnaet Hicks Beacza, | 
Bristol, W.): Two successive Govern- | 
ments have, as the hon. Member is 
aware, considered this matter; but 
neither of them have seen their way to 
support the proposed line, in view of the 
adverse reports of the Western High- 
lands and Islands Commission, 1890, 
and the subsequent Special Committee | 
of 1891. The Government will, of | 
course, consider any representations that | 
may be laid before them, but I cannot’! 
help pointing out that the experience of | 
this Government and their predecessors | 
with regard to the proposed guarantee to | 


A great many devices of the) 


| position to carry out 
| Dundonnell and Laide unless guarantees 


marty): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of | 


| in those cases be also furnished. 


Legislation. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the name of 
the person, if any, appointed to receive 
complaints of illegal trawling around 
the Island of Lewis during the absence 
of the Scotch Fishery Board’s officer from 
Stornoway ! 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE: In the 
necessary absence of the Fishery Board’s 
officer, complaints of illegal trawling 
should be made direct to the Board’s 
Secretary in Edinburgh. 
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TELEGRAPHIC FACILITIES IN 
ROSS-SHIRE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as_repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
any steps are being taken to extend the 
telegraph from Poolewe to Aultbea, 
Laide, and Dundonnell, on the western 
mainland of Ross-shire ; and.if not, will 
arrangements be made to press on this 
much needed telegraph extension before 
winter / 

*Mr. HANBURY: Steps are being 
taken to extend the telegraph from 
Poolewe to Aultbea, under a guarantee. 
The Postmaster General is not in a 
extensions to 


Tf the 
hon. Member would like to ascertain the 
terms, perhaps he will be good enough 


| to apply to the Department. 


TRISH LAND LEGISLATION. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether, in 
view of the fact that in the majority of 
cases the interest of evicted tenants in 
their farms has passed to the landlord 
without any allowance being made, he 
will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing a clause into the promised Land 
Bill which will protect the interests of 
the tenants ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
question is substantially the same as one 
addressed to me by the hon. Gentleman 
on Friday last, and I must refer him to 


the Benavie and Mallaig line, is not|my reply to that question, in which I 


such as to encourage them to undertake | 
more proposals of a similar nature in the | 


Highlands. 
Mr. Henniker Heaton. 


stated I could give no assurance that 
the Bill would contain the provision 
suggested. 
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Mr. FFRENCH: Might I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he is 
aware that many thousands of persons 
- been evicted under what was known 

s “ the eviction-made-easy clause,” whose 
Sats had been taken by the land- 
lords without compensation; and 
whether, in the interests of good govern- 
ment, he would do anything to prevent 
the Irish tenant-farmers from being 


despoiled ? [ Cheers. | 


[No answer was returned. | 


BANKRUPTCIES AND WINDING-UP 
PROCEEDINGS. 

Mr. H. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the very large 
sums, £9,000 and £11,500, included in 
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the Board of Trade Bankruptcy and 
Company Winding-up Departments for | 
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pleasure, without being bound to regard 
the capabilities of the established Civil 
Servants to do the work ; and, whether, 
on the pending resignation of a personal 
clerk, who had been appointed to per- 
form the duties of an established clerk 
of the assistant class taking effect, his 
place will be filled, not by another 
personal clerk, but by an established 
clerk ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: I will consider, before 
the Estimates for next year are laid 
before the House, to what extent it is 
necessary to continue the system of a 
personal allowance for clerical assistance 
in the Bankruptey Department, but I 
must remind the hon. Member that it 
would be the worst economy to place 
upon the establishment a large body of 
clerks whose services may be rendered 
unnecessary by a diminution of the work 
of the Department. The work done by 
the Board of Trade under the Bankruptcy 


Horses. 


assistance of 137 clerks and 16 mes-| Act of 1883 and the Companies (Wind- 
sengers, besides copyists, charwomen, |ing-up) Act of 1890 has varied greatly, 
and porters, he will attach to next year’s jand shows signs of still further varia- 
Estimates a statement of the duties,|tion. The system of personal allowance 
qualifications, names, and rates of pay | was established in order to deal with 
of the persons so employed, in order| this variation, and it is the most elastic 
that the large expenditure on these two | and economical way of dealing with 
Departments may be brought under the | work, the amount of which it was and 
closer cognizance of Parliament ¢ still is almost impossible to estimate 
*Mr. HANBURY: I am afraid I can-| with any degree of accuracy. I cannot 
not consent to establish a precedent for | give any pledge as to whether it will be 
inserting in the already large volume of | better to fill up the approaching vacancy 
the Estimates the details of such essen: |in the personal staff of the Department 
tially fluctuating and temporary expendi-| by an established or a temporary clerk, 
ture, but unless the Board of Trade fore-| but the matter shall be carefully con- 
see any difficulty, I see no objection to | sidered. 
granting a separate Return showing the | 

duties and pay of the employés in ques- | 

tion. I donot think, however, that their | 


qualifications and names ought to be} Viscount VALENTIA (Oxford) : I 
included in the case of this staff any toe to ask the Parliamentary Secretary 


more than in the case of any other | 4, the War Office, if any, ‘and, if so, 
branch of the Civil Service. 4 


ARMY HORSES. 


how many horses for Army purposes 


Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
having regard to the fact that his De- 
partment have now had twelve years’ 
experience of the bankruptcy business, 
and five years of company winding-up 
business, he will, before next year’s 
Estimates. are laid before this House, 
consider the advisability of altering the 
present system of allowing the depart- 
mental head to appoint so lar ge a staff as 
the 137 clerks shown in the Estimates 
of the late Government at his will and 





have, during the past year, been bought 
from the breeders or farmers in country 
districts ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: During the year 
1894-95 503 remounts were purchased 
from 87 private owners, and 1,116 re- 
mounts were bought from dealers. 

Masor RASCH asked whether the 
War Office would encourage horse-breed- 
ing in the country districts by adver- 
tising the fact that they would give £40 
for a horse. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK thought the ques- 
tion of the hon. and gallant Member 
would give the publicity he desired. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 


Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whether he can now lay 
upon the Table the Correspondence that 
has passed between the Treasury and the 
Promoters of the West Highland Rail- 
way on the subject of the proposed 
guarantee since 29th July, 1892. 

*Mr. HANBURY : Yes, Sir, I will 
lay on the Table the only correspondence 
that has since passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I understand 
that it is intended that the House shall 
to-morrow resolve itself into Committee 
on this Bill. May I ask whether it is 
decided to proceed with that Resolution 
to-morrow night ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : I do not think to- 
morrow night ; but the notice is given 
in order to enable the Bill to proceed 
pari passu with the Appropriation Bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN urged that, whether 


{COMMONS} 


Machines. 


800 


what is the total number and acreage of all such 
holdings which have been enclosed and reclaimed 
by the tenants or their predecessors in title ; and 
what is the total of the rentals which the tenants 
are now required to pay ?”” 

Mr. HANBURY: This question 
originally covered the whole of Carnar. 
vonshire, and I was informed that it was 
quite possible to get the information in 
less time than a week. The hon. Mem- 
ber has now altered his question so as to 
apply to one village, where, I am told, 
most of the Crown mountain holdings 
in Carnarvonshire are situated. I cannot, 
however, promise to answer the question 
by to-morrow. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the information has not been given toa 
great extent by Mr. Southey in his 
evidence before the- Welsh Land Com- 
mission ? 
| Mr. HANBURY: Any information 
that can be got at the Office at once, I 
will answer to-morrow ; but there are 
certain details which certainly cannot be 
answered by then. 





the Bill were contentious or not, hon. | 
Members were entitled to receive some | 
intimation as to when the first stage | 
would be brought on. | 


VACCINATION COMMISSION. 
Mr. F. A. CHANNING (South- 


Mr. E. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.) 
thought some guarantee as to time 
ought to be given, as the measure was 
highly contentious. 

*Mr. HANBURY thought that the 
first stage might be allowed to come on, 
as hon. Members would have opportuni- 
ties of discussion upon subsequent stages. 


CROWN MOUNTAIN HOLDINGS IN 
WALES. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I have been asked to post- 
pone this question, but I beg to give 
notice that I shall move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House if it is not answered 
to-morrow. 


“To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, if he 
could state to the House what is the total 
number and acreage of the Crown mountain 
holdings in Llandwrog, Carnarvonrhire, which 
have been sold to the tenants; what is the 
total number and acreage of such holdings 
which have been re-purchased for quarrying 
purposes ; what is the total sum for which they 
were sold and for which they were re-purchased ; 


|ampton, E.): I beg to ask the President 
|of the Local Government Board, when 
| the Report of the Royal Commission on 
| Vaccination will be ready and be pre- 
| sented to Parliament ? 


__ Mr. CHAPLIN: I caused a letter to 
| be addressed to the Commissioners on 
| August 13th, in which they were in- 
\formed that the Board were strongly 
|impressed with the urgent importance of 
| the final report being made at as early 
|a date as possible. I am informed that 
| the Royal Commission are now preparing 
their final report, which will be presented 
at the earliest possible moment, but I 
regret that I am unable to give any more 
definite information. 


CATTLE WEIGHING MACHINES. 


Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, whether he is aware that 
numerous cases have occurred in which 
auctioneers have been found to so neglect 
the balancing of the cattle weighing 
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machines erected within their public 
auction marts that such machines have 
shown errors during the course of a sale 
of from 50 to 60 lbs. ; and whether he will 
take steps to secure that these auctioneers 
shall comply with the provisions of the 
Weighing of Cattle Acts ? 

*TuE PRESIDENT or tor BOARD 
orp AGRICULTURE (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Liverpool, West Derby): Repre- 
sentations have from time to time been 
made as to the failure of auctioneers to 
maintain their weighing machines in 
proper order. These representations 
have been brought to the notice of the 
local Authorities under the Weights 
and Measures Acts, who have the same 
powers with regard to the inspection 
and verification of such machines as they 
possess in the case of other weights and 
measures. I should be glad to give 
attention to any specific complaints or 
difficulties arising under the Markets 
and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts 
which may be brought under my notice. 


MASSACRE IN CHINA. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether the 
Chinese escort sent up with the British 
Consul from Foochow to inquire into the 
outrages upon Missionaries at Kucheng 
plundered the mission premises upon 
their arrival ; whether the Local Autho- 
rities have interfered to prevent the 
presence of the British Consul at the 
inquiry ; and, what steps Her Majesty’s 
Government have taken, or propose to 
take, to ensure a prompt vindication of 
justice ? 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFATRS 
(Mr. Grorce Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport): Inquiries have been tele- 
graphed to Her Majesty’s Minister at 
Pekin, with regard to rumours mentioned 
in first paragraph. He has replied that 
there was a report that the troops first 
sent had plundered the missions, but that 
this had not been confirmed by the 
Consul himself, nor had he heard any- 
thing as to the misconduct of the escort. 
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On learning that the Local Authorities 
at Kucheng were objecting to the pre- 
sence of the British Consul at the exami- 
nation of witnesses, Sir N. O’Conor 
addressed an immediate remonstrance to 
the Chinese Government, who forthwith 
telegraphed orders to the Viceroy to 
afford the Consul every facility. 


POET LAUREATE. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government will now re- 
commend to Her Majesty to revive the 
office of Poet Laureate ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Arrnur Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.) said, that the appointment 
to the office of Poet Laureate lay with 
the Prime Minister. 


QUESTIONS. 


Mr. H. H. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, 
St. George’s): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
consider the expediency of amending the 
present procedure in regard to Questions, 
with a view to facilitate the business of 
the House. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : This subject of Questions has 
often been brought before the House, 
but no scheme has yet been devised by 
which useless and frivolous questions can 


| be eliminated without at the same time 


eliminating useful questions to which 
hon. Members have a right to expect an 
answer. If my hon. Friend has any 
practical suggestions to make, I am sure 
I shall be very happy to hear them. 


CROFTERS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1886. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is the 
intention of the Government to introduce 
early next Session a Bill to amend the 
Crofters (Scotland) Act, 1886 ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: I can give no pledge at present 
with regard to the legislative programme 
of the Government next Session. [Cheers. } 


2H 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 
Mr. J. W. LowrHer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, — 1895-6. 


Crass IT. 


On the Vote for £23,297, to complete 
the sum for Civil Service Commission, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked if the Secretary to the Treasury | 
was aware that, according to a memoran- 
dum which had been issued by the Trea- | 
sury, several appointments had been im- 
properly made, there having been no 
examination, or certificates given by the 
Civil Service Commissioners, and by what 
method the recurrence of such an inad- 


| 


vertence would be avoided in the future. | 


He would also ask whether there were | 
any statutory obligations in regard to) 
the matter, and, if so, with whom it lay | 
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voluntary act on the part of the authori- 
ties concerned ; if that was so, why was 
it necessary for the Treasury to make 
this minute pointing out the inadver- 
tence committed. 


*Mr. HANBURY said, he understood 
that examination was the general rule, 
but that through inadvertence it was not 
carried out in these cases ; nearly all the 
appointments, however, in that House 
were by voluntary arrangement. He 
would inquire further into the matter if 
his hon. Friend required additional in- 
formation. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid) compared 
the amounts asked for in this Vote with 
those in the Estimates and Appropriation 
Act of last year, and pointed out that 
considerably more money was asked for 
than was spent. He criticised the ex- 
penditure under the Vote, and asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Treasury was not asking too much at the 
present time. Why, he asked, should 
they always try and get too-huch money, 


‘and then return it to the Treasury! 


The fact was, this money was handed 
back in the way he had described to help 
to swell the surplus of the following year. 


|That was a very strange way of doing 


business, and there was no doubt that 
the system was a false one. He would 


to carry such obligations into effect. like to have some assurance that these 
*Tuoe SECRETARY to tue TRE A- | Estimates were not in advance of what 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry) said, the| had hitherto been the expenditure. 
case to which his hon. Friend had | Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.) called 
referred was within the jurisdiction of | attention to the salaries of the Civil Ser- 
the Serjeant-at-Arms, and was therefore | vice Examiners, and pointed out that 
connected with the appointments of that | one of them, in addition to getting the 
House. The rule governing the rest of | maximum salary of £600 a year, had 
the Civil Service, that these certificates | also a personal salary of £700, making 


should be granted by the Civil Service | 
Commissioners, did not really apply to 
that House, and it was only by the 
direction, he thought, of the chief clerk, | 
or by the Commission which dealt with 
the appointments of that House, that| 
any such rule could be applied. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, the 
memorandum stated that two men, 
Edward Gregory and George Cooper, | 
and Hy. Bonsor Watchford, Department 
of the Serjeant-at-Arms, were appointed 
without Civil Service certificates through 
the inadvertence of the Civil Service 
Department. That did not coincide with 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the examination was a purely 





in all £1,300 per annum. He wished to 
know why this gentleman received this 
additional salary. With regard to the 
item for wages and allowances, he depre- 
cated the fact that the Office Keeper of 
the Civil Service Commission in London 
received £120 a year, while the Office 
Keeper in Dublin received £78 a year. 
The expenses in Dublin were very nearly 
as much as they were in London, and he 
thought it was an illustration of the 
working of the Treasury with regard to 
Irish appointments. He stated that 
owing, unfortunately, to the very few 
openings there were for young men of 
education in Ireland in the south, a large 
number had to apply for entrance into 
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the Civil Service. There were, of course, 
different centres of examination, such as 
London, Glasgow, and Dublin, but he 
would like to know if it would be possible 
for Cork to be made a centre in the 
South of Ireland for Civil Service exami- 
nations. It was a very expensive matter 
for these young fellows, the sons of small 
farmers or shopkeepers, who have to 
travel great distances to be examined, 
and perhaps, after all, to be rejected, 
whereas it would be very little further 
expense to the Treasury to have exami- 
nations held at Cork. 
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*Mr. HANBURY said, there seemed 
to be some misapprehension about the 
state of the facts with regard to the 
position of Greek and Latin in the 
examinations. A considerable change 
had been made recently in the examina- 
tions for the first division, in which 
alone classics were required. All candi- 
dates, whether for the Indian Civil 
Service or for the service at home, were 
examined at the same time. The marks 
given for Greek and Latin in the Indian 





Civil Service examinations were con- 


He would be) sidered four or five years ago, and he 


glad to receive some assurance from the| believed that now, out of an attain- 


right hon. Gentleman in regard to the 
matter. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) said, he wished to ask why special 
expenditure should be incurred in an 
outside examination, and why all the 
examinations of the country should not 
be conducted by the Civil Service Com- 
mission. In the first place, a special 
examination involved an additional cost ; 
and there was an obvious practical 
convenience in having all examinations 
conducted by the same agency, and 


applying equivalent tests to all competi- 


tors. As to the point raised by the 
hon. Member for Cork, it was true the 
surpluses were in some cases returned to 
the Treasury ; but in others they were 
not returned, and were appropriated to 
purposes other than those for which they 
had been voted ; and there did not appear 
to be any record of these diversions. He 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury to 
take care that when Votes proved to 
be excessive there should be a record of 
the manner in which the surplus had 
been disposed of. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said, if it had not been for the 
favourable tone of the reply of the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury, he should have 
felt it necessary to occupy some time ; 
but the remarks of the right hon. 
Gentleman had only confirmed his views 
with regard to the Civil Service Com- 
mission. He still regretted the predomi- 
nance given to Latin and Greek in the 
examinations, and regarded the predomi- 
hance as a great block to our educational 
advancement. He meant to raise the 
question again and again until something 
was done to relieve education from the 
block caused by the bias of these 
examinations. 


jable total of 5,000 marks, only 1,500 
| were possible for classics — 750 for 
Greek and 750 for Latin. Thus these 
subjects were brought down very nearly 
to the level of other subjects, and the 
Civil Service Commissioners informed 
him that they had accommodated 
themselves to the change of public 
feeling in relation to the value of the 
classics as compared with other subjects. 
The maximum number of marks for 
ordinary mathematics was 900, and for 
advanced mathematics 900, making 
1,800, as against 1,500 for classics. For 
the Army, it was possible to pass without 
taking up Latin ; but candidates were not 
able to take up any other subject in lieu 
of it. A candidate was not required to 
take up Greek at all. With regard to 
the Army, the subject had recently been 
under the consideration of a Committee, 
and was now awaiting the decision of 
the Secretary of State for War, who 
was responsible in the matter. On the 
other point raised, he quite agreed that 
it was a mistake to ask in the Estimates 
for more money than was likely to be 
spent ; but there was a great distinction 
between the money voted on _ the 
Estimates and the money actually issued 
out of the Exchequer. Money was not 
issued until it was known that there was 
a probability of its being spent. Money 
could not be diverted, at the discretion 
of a Department, from the purpose for 
which it had been voted; this could 
be done only with the sanction of the 
Treasury; and all these matters were 
brought before the Public Accounts 
Committee by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General. 

Sir A. ROLLIT said his point was 
this House had no real supervision, 
because no record was kept. 
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*Mr. HANBURY said thatrecords were 
kept and were brought before the Public 
Accounts Committee, and through that 


Committee the House had full cognizance | 


of all the changes. The increase in the 
bonuses and gratuities to copyists was 
due to the fact that they were granted 
to those who had been eight years in 
the service, and the number went on 
increasing from year to year. As to the 
number of examination centres, it was 
matter for consideration whether steps 
could be taken to insure that candidates 
in Ireland should not have to travel 
further than candidates in England, and 
the suggestion which had been made 
should be borne in mind. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said, the 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
only confirmed his strong feeling against 
the character of these examinations. 
Take what had just been said about 
the Army ; one-sixth of the entire num- 
ber of marks might be given for Latin. 
The sooner this was changed the better. 
To many officers, would not a knowledge 
of Russian or Hindostance, or Chinese 


be better than a knowledge of Latin? 
In the recent war between China and 
Japan, would not a knowledge of the 
language of either country have been of 
more use to a British officer on the spot, 
than the nonsense with which his head 
would be stuffed at public schools and 


universities? The reason why Latin 
and Greek were so well established was 
that last century men could get bishoprics 
only by translating Greek plays, and 
this century they were passports to 
headships of colleges and other offices. 
It would be different if the knowledge 
of the classics were thorough and com- 
plete; but an Athenian washerwoman 
would laugh consumedly at the baboon 
Greek of one of our university professors ; 
while as to Latin,a Roman plebeian would 
probably have been shocked by the 
choice compositions produced at an 
examination. This slavery to classics 
was the main vice of our higher educa- 
tion; and the reason he raised the 
question was that the~ Civil Service 
examinations had wide influence, because 
the Civil Service was one of the genteel 
professions, and one which the whole 
country looked up to for guidance in this 
matter. Therefore he should renew his 
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protest from year to year until the Civil 
Service set a better 
| example. 

| Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid) wanted 
,to know how many of the copyists had 
'been made abstractors. He also asked 
|how much had heen received from the 
| sale of fee stamps. 


| *Mr. HANBURY could not tell the 


j}hon. Member the amount received from 
| fee stamps during the five months which 
had passed of the present financial year. 
|He could not say how many of the 
|copyists had been made  abstractors 
during last year. He could, however, 
inform the hon. Member that the number 
of copyists on the Register was now only 
a seventh of what it was in 1886, and 
that a large number had been appointed 
to the pensionable class of permanent 
abstractors. 

*Mr. WHITMORE as a Member of 
the Committee which inquired into the 
/entrance examinations for the Army, 
said that it was on enormously pre- 
ponderating evidence that the Committee 
came to the conclusion not to report in 
favour of any diminution in the value of 
classical languages. He warned the 
Secretary to the Treasury that any 
further lessening in the value of Latin 
would excite strong opposition. 

Mr. WEIR complained of the amount 
of “ personal allowances.” The full salary 
should be shown, and _ these personal 
allowances abolished. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he quite 
agreed that, primd facie, these personal 
allowances were a bad system. It must, 
however, be borne in mind that in a very 
great number of cases these personal 
allowances meant that the existing rate, 
though continued to the present holder, 
would not be given to his successor. To 
this extent personal allowances were an 
earnest of future economies. 

Mr. WEIR: They will have to take 
care that no more personal allowances 
will be permitted. 

*Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir, I cannot 
give that promise for there may be 
exceptional cases, but these cases should 
| be very exceptional indeed. 
| Mr. FLYNN suggested that instead 
of giving bonuses and gratuities to these 
copyists, it would be better to retain 
them in the service and to increase their 
1 


Commissioners 
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It seemed preposterous to give 
gratuities to men if they were willing to 
continue in the service. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, the 
system seemed to embrace the defects of 
both permanent and temporary employ- 
ment. Weemployed men temporarily, and 
then by a Treasury Minute we put them 
on a permanent footing. We gavea man 
a bonus, which was in fact ordinary 
increase in pay under another name, and 
when he left we gave him a gratuity, 
which was capitalisation of retiring 
allowance or pension under another 
name. We thus ingeniously combined 
all the disadvantages of a temporary with 
those of a permanent system. A tem- 
porary man did not feel the same 
interest in his work that a permanent 
man did; he considered himself a 
casual, a hanger-on, the State did not 
have the benefit of his complete personal 
service ; but it could turn him off at any 
time without incurring any claim for 
compensation. That was considered in 
fixing pay, because a temporary man was 
paid at a higher rate than a permanent 
one. These engagements having been 
made on this basis, the Treasury stepped 


in with its Minutes and raised their pay 


by bonuses and gratuities. This was a 
mistaken way of altering the terms of 
appointment, producing the maximum of 
disadvantage to the public. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the circum- 
stances were these. The men had received 
very small pay, much below that given 
to Second Division clerks; they were 
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employed for casual purposes ; but after 
a number of years they set up a claim to | 
he treated as permanent servants. There | 
was a difficulty in treating them as estab- | 
lished servants qualifying for pensions. 
In these circumstances the Treasury, in 
the exercise of its discretion, gave 
bonuses, bringing the earnings of these 
men to a little over £100 a year, 
and gratuities on retirement, which 
were small indeed compared with the 
pensions. The object was simply to do | 
justice, and to show the men that the | 
Government was not sweating them, and 
at the same time the difficulty was avoided | 
of putting the men on the Establishment | 
and enabling them to qualify for pensions. 

The Civil Service Commission was a kind | 
of depot for these copyists, but they | 
were employed in all departments of the 

State 
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*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, it 


was a pity the explanation was not given 
in the Estimates; it would have saved 
discussion. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) 
said, it appeared from an examination of 
the Estimates that many of the men were 
receiving in bonuses double what they 
would have received in salary. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the hon. 
Member was wrong on that point. He 
quite admitted that the Estimate was 
not clearly drawn. There were three 
classes of copyists: a number were em- 
ployed by the Civil Service Commission 
on the Commission’s own work ; a number 
were employed by the Commission as a 
central establishment for the surplus 
work of other departments and did their 
work at the office of the Commission ; 
and a large number were doing work 
at the offices of various departments, 
and paid from the Votes of such depart- 
ments. 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN (Limerick, 
W.) said, he thought these copyists were 
worthy of all consideration, and it might 
be well to bring them under Civil Service 
rates altogether. 

Mr. FLYNN said, he was not taking 
exception to the payments that were 
being made ; he only called attention to 
the anomalous way in which the pay- 
ments were made. If they were to have 
it, it would be better it should be given 
in such a way that the Committee could 
clearly see what was being done. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.) said, it was right it should be under- 
stood that these bonuses and gratuities 
were being given, not only to the 
copyists employed by the Civil Ser- 
vice Commission, but to the whole 
body of copyists employed in all 
departments of the public service. 
These copyists were as it were lent out 
to various departments of the Civil 
Service, and the payment they received 


|was not only most inadequate, but un- 


justly low. These bonuses in no way 
compensated them fairly for the services 
they rendered to the Government. Some 
years ago he was a Member of a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the position 
of Civil Servants generally, and the unfair 
position in which these copyists were 
placed came specially under his notice 
from an inspection he made at the War 
Office, in company with the Chairman of 
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the Commission, the present Home| of salaries, wages and allowances, and 
Secretary, and another Commissioner. | under sub-head E were details of appro- 
In one room at the War Office they| priations in aid, but as to other sub- 
found six gentlemen, and of these the | heads, no information was given. 
highest in grade was on the Establishment | *Mr. HANBURY said, the items for 
receiving £500 a year, with two months | travelling, removal, law and incidental 
leave, and, if necessary, six months’ sick | expenses, were separately estimated, but 
leave on full pay and six months on half-| it was not thought necessary to specify 
pay. All these six men were doing the| further details. The allowances were 
same work, and when the senior was/| paid on a scale laid down. 

away the second man took charge. With| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, some 
the exception of the senior man all were | further explanation was desired. It 
copyists. They found therefore six men| appeared as if an absolutely fixed pay- 
in one room all doing the same work,|ment was made each year. Travelling 
while the senior received £500 a year | and removal expenses, it was true, were 
with two months’ leave, and all the| £15 less than last year, being £1,750 as 
others 10d. an hour, or £70 a year, with | against £1,765, but law expenses were 


a fortnight’s leave during the year. The 


entitled to pensions, and these bonuses 
represented the sums paid to them on 
their leaving the Service. All the Civil 
combed—but streaked with such 
copyists could not be expected to feel that 
they were fairly treated when five men 


together received only as much as the| 


one Establishment man, all doing the 
same work. He hoped therefore that 
the Committee would not have the idea 
that the copyists had fair justice ex- 
tended to them under the present 
system. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, there 
was something to be said in moderation 
of this case. 
through the ordinary conditions of the 
Service, they did not pass examinations 
Civil Servants passed. 

Mr. A. O;CONNER said, some of 
them were University men, and all 
Servants were not. 


Vote agreed to. 


The copyists did not go) rk 
‘the work of this Department was of a 


| just £30 last year and the same in the 
senior was entitled to a pension, and had | 
since retired on a pension of several | 
hundreds, or as much as all the five| 
men together recived as pay. These five | 
men had no sick leave, and were not| 


present year. It was scarcely conceivable 
that the amount under this head should 
be exactly the same. Then again, “ inci- 
dental expenses ” must, from their nature, 
vary, but here again was a remarkable 


/unanimity rarely seen except on the 


stage. Last year and this: year these 


incidental expenses were set down at 
Service was—he would not say honey-| 
in- | 
stances of injustice and inequality, and | 


£140 It would he thought be obvious that 
the sum was allocated each year, and 
hence it was that no details were given. 


| He was not sure if this was not the only 


instance of the absence of details of a 
sum reaching nearly £2,000. He con- 


|fessed he regarded the items with the 


gravest suspicion. Was it a lump sum 
handed over to be served out to the sub- 
ordinates year by year? 

*Mr. HANBURY said, as his hon. 
Friend had now been nominated to the 
Committee on Accounts, he would, no 
doubt, soon acquire more knowledge of 
the actual facts. He would learn that 


nature that could vary very little from 
year to year. Each year practically 
brought the same routine of work, and 
therefore in regard to these small 
sums of £140 and £30, it had been found 


‘from experience that these were about 


the sums that would be required under 
these sub-heads. It was one thing to 
estimate and another thing to pay the 


On the Vote of £34,989, to complete 
the sum for the Department of the| fear that if the Estimate was placed too 


money, and his hon. Friend need not 
Comptroller and Auditor General, high the money would still be expended. 
| If it was not all spent, the Comptroller 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked what! and Auditor General's Department would 
had become of sub-heads B C and D.| not get the benefit of the balance, it 
Under sub-head A were found particulars | would go back to the Exchequer. He 
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did not know why there was a differ- 
ence of £15 in the travelling and re- 
moval expenses, but did not think it was 
a matter of much importance. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES confessed 
he had not that knowledge he might 
expect to gain from service on the 
Public Accounts Committee, but it was 
because of his state of ignorance he put 
his questions on details in the Estimates. 
But he rose to say a word or two upon 
the Comptroller and Auditor General’s 
Department. The Committee were 
accustomed to hear this Department 
praised beyond measure as a_ great 
security to the State and guardian of 
economy. Knowing something of the 
Civil Service, he was much inclined to 
think it was the reverse of this. In 
every department of State this Depart- 
ment made an infinity of extra work by 
the filling up of forms and the making 
out of returns ; while his belief was that 
it secured no diminution whatever in 
charges, and never had done so. What 
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took place was a series of conflicts 
between heads of departments and the 
head of the Auditor General’s Depart- 


ment—quarrels, correspondence, papers, 
and ink, and at the end of all not a 
farthing saved. One result of the 
existence of this Department, supposed 
to control all other departments in ex- 
penditure, was that the head of every 
department felt less responsibility than 
otherwise he would feel. 


Committee to which he had had the 
honour to be appointed. It was within 
his knowledge that there was a feeling 
throughout the Service that the heads 
of departments did not feel an undivided 
responsibility, and considered it quite 
allowable to leave matters to be chal- 
lenged by the Auditor General’s Depart- 
ment. He very seriously doubted if the 
Department was of any use as a safe- 
guard to the public purse. 

Mr. WEIR said he could not allow 
the Vote to pass without calling atten- 
tion to the footnote with reference to 
the allowance of £100 to the principal 
clerk. It was the same old story to 
which he alluded on a previous Vote, 
and he repeated his hope that the 
Secretary to the Treasury would not 
allow any increase of this system, but 
would see that salaries were properly 
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On this point | 
he hoped to make some inquiries of the | 
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proportioned and these footnotes dis- 
pensed with. He desired some explana- 
tion of the note to the effect that one of 
first-class clerks received part of the 
private secretary's allowance. How 
much was it, and what became of the 
other part? This was not a satisfactory 
way of conducting business. If a first- 
class clerk was such a really first-class 
man, let him have an increase of his 
salary without these egotistical foot- 
notes. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR desired 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury, what he made as the product 
of £320 multiplied by 12? There were 
12 examiners of the second section, the 
maximum of whose pay was £320 and 
yet the amount asked for was £3,964. 
He thought £320 multiplied by 12 
would not reach that amount. He 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman how 
he arrived at the figures ? 

*Mr. HANBURY confessed himself un- 

able to answer the question offhand. He 
for one was by no means satisfied with the 
way in which the Estimates had been 
presented. With reference to the ques- 
tion of the Private Secretary, he saw the 
salary was put down as £150 a year. 
But there was not one gentleman who 
performed the duties of Private Secre- 
tary. He should have thought that a 
Private Secretary was a person who 
could not well be a clerk, but one who 
would be able to travel about with the 
Auditor General in the different inquiries 
he had to make. He would find out 
what were supposed to be the functions 
of a private secretary. He certainly 
thought this was an unsatisfactory way 
of placing the matter on the Estimates. 
With regard to the criticism that the 
total salaries should be shown in the 
columns, he considered the Committee 
ought to know what was the ordinary 
official salary, what the increments a 
clerk could get, and what the total he 
could reach. These foot-notes in the 
Estimates told them whether an official 
had a personal salary in addition. He 
thought that was the best way of setting 
forth the salaries, though whether they 
ought to have so many personal allow- 
ances was another question. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR observed, that 
as the right hon. Gentleman admitted 
there was a sum of £124 taken by 
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an arithmetical error, he supposed he 
would consent to a reduction of the 
Vote by that amount. There was a 
great disadvantage in allowing the Gov- 
ernment to take by an arithmetical 
error any money which was not required. 
It was perfectly true that, if it was not 
expended at the end of the financial 
year, it would be surrendered to the 
Exchequer. But there was something 
more to be borne in mind. It might be 
that upon one item of the Vote there 
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was a surplus, but if upon another item 
there was a margin, the Department in 
agreement with the Treasury were able| 
to appropriate the surplus on the one to 
meet the excess upon another item, and, 
under these circumstances, the check 
which the House had endeavoured, 
through the Comptroller and Auditor 
General, to establish on all spending 
departments was practically lost. He 


supposed the right hon. Gentleman would 
agree to the Motion he now begged to 
make, namely, to reduce the Vote by 
£124, the amount in excess of the sum 
required to be paid for 12 Examiners in 
the second section. 

*Mr. HANBURY hoped 


the hon, 
Gentleman would not press the Amend- 
ment. He must remember that these 
were not the Estimates of the present 
Government. He himself was not 
primarily responsible for them, nor had 
he had the time to go into them in 
detail. A possible explanation of the 
difficulty might be that the salaries 
mentioned were paid to the officers be- | 
fore they were obliged to give a seven | 
hours a day service, and this sum in 
excess might represent the amount paid 
them for doing extra work. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR replied, that the 
right hon. Gentleman was evidently 
under a complete misapprehension. The 
salary of this office varied from £100 
to £320. He (Mr. O’Connor) had, 
therefore, computed that every single 
one of these gentlemen was drawing the | 
maximum salary, which was an extrava- | 
gant supposition. But the maximum | 
salary multiplied by the total number of 
officers did not reach the figures put 
down in the Estimates. It was, there- 
fore, clear that there must be an 
excessive charge of £124. 

*Mr. HANBURY denied that this 
necessarily followed. Suppose they had 
reached their maximum salary when 
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this was a six hours office, no doubt 
when it became a seven hours office 
they were entitled to more. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness) desired to 
know whether the £30 each, which five 
of the examiners received for local 
allowances was included in the Estimate, 
If they were all paid the maximum 
salary, and in addition five of them re- 
ceived an allowance of £30 each, it 
would bring the amount up to £3,390, 
whereas it was only £3,964 that was 
asked. 

*Mr. HANBURY agreed that the 
Estimates might be drawn up in a 
clearer form. The third column showed 
what ought to be the maximum and 
what was the ordinary maximum. 
Twenty-two of these clerks would rise to 
a personal maximum of £420. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR said, that the 
right hon. Gentleman was wrong, for the 
maximum of £420 only referred to 
examiners in the first section. It was 
clearly a clerical error, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman had been in Opposition, 
he would have been the first to insist on 
a reduction of the Vote. No personal 
responsibility was imputed to the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury in respect of the 
Vote, and he asked the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to be consistent and to allow 
that course to be taken which he him- 
self certainly would have most strongly 
advocated had he been sitting on the 
other side of the House. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES considered 
the last explanation the right hon. 
Gentleman had given only made matters 
worse. They were given information, 
which was not correct, for the maximum 
salary was not £420 but £320. He 
was delighted to see so much of his right 
hon. Friend’s former virtue remained to 
him that he admitted the Estimates 
were not perfect, and that if he had had 
the preparation of them he would have 
bettered them. They invited him to do 
that by assisting them in removing the 
error which he had not denied. It was, 
he thought, especially disgraceful that 
an error of this kind should occur in the 
very department which was supposed to 
be so very useful in preventing such 
errors. It was a strong illustration of 
what he had said before, namely that 
the usefulness of this department was 
exceedingly doubtful. If it could not 
perform a simple multiplication sum, 
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how, in heaven’s name, could it control |the Friendly Societies’ Acts exceeded 
other departments? No case had been | 26,000 in number, whereas in Ireland 
made out by the right hon. Gentleman | they did not reach 500 and in Scotland 
against the Amendment, and he should | there were only 900. While in England 
certainly vote for it, as would the Secre-| the Industrial and Provident Societies 
tary to the Treasury had he still been a} numbered nearly 1,100, in Scotland there 
private member. were only ‘300, and in Ireland only 
Dr. CLARK again pointed out that|seven. Moreover, whilst the Assistant 
five of the examiners received a local| Registrars for Scotland and Ireland 
allowance of £30 each, and asked if such | may take outside work in addition to 
allowance were shown in the present | their official duties, the Assistant Regis- 
Estimate. 
*Mr. HANBURY 
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trar for England is required to give his 
| g 


in 


replied 
aflirmative. 


Question put, “That a sum, not ex- | 
ceeding £34,865, be granted for the said 
Service.” 


The 7 saat Woe divided :—Ayes, 41 ; 
Noes, 171.—(Division List, No. 21). 


? 


Original Question put and agreed to. 


On the Vote of £4,648 (including a 


supplementary sum of £500) for the) 


Registry of Friendly Societies, 


Dr. CLARK. said, that for some time | 


the Committee had voted £1,000 a year, 
in order that the Actuary might supply 
aset of tables affording more accurate 


information respecting Friendly Societies. | 


The grant had now ceased. Would the 
Secretary to the Treasury say whether 
the tables were finished, or whether it 


was intended that the ordinary staff) 


should complete them ? 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the original 
estimated cost of the tables was £10,000. 
The work was very nearly finished and 
it was calculated it would cost somewhat | 
more than the £10,000. The Actuary 


had only now to put the information he | 


had obtained in an intelligible shape. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork co., Mid.) pointed | 
out that the Assistant Registrars in Ire- | 
land and Scotland received only £300 a | 
yeareach, whereas the Assistant Registrar 
in England received a salary of £800 a | 
year, the Chief Registrar receiving | 
£1,200. Would the Secretary to the 
Treasury acquaint the Committee with | 
the reasons for the difference in the) 
salaries ? 


the | whole time to the public service. 


Dr. TANNER asked how it came to 
| pass that the cost of prosecutions in con- 
nection with Friendly Societies was so 
small i in amount, and why it never varied 

from year to year. 


Mr. FLYNN said, it was no doubt 
| true that the work in the office of the 
Chief Registrar in England was very 
‘much g greater than in Ireland and Scot- 
| land, but the Chief Registrar, in addition 
‘to his salary of £1,200 a year, had 13 
clerks in his office, as compared with two 
|in Ireland and one in Scotland, so that 
the discrepancy in the amount of work 
in England and in Ireland and Scotland 
was largely accounted for by the number 
of hands in England to do it. 


*Mr. HANBURY said, the reason why 
the charges for legal expenses were so 
low and remained the same every year, 
/was that prosecutions were very few, 
which was indeed a matter for congratu- 
lation. 

Dr. CLARK thought that if hon. 
| Members had sat, as he had done, on the 
‘Select Committee of four or five years 
ago they would be inclined to think that 
this Estimate ought to be increased 
rather than diminished. Evidence had 
been given of instances of the expenses 
|of management being over 90 per cent. 
of the premiums, and of only the remain- 
ing 10 per cent. going for benefit. The 
Registrars were intended to prevent 
fraudulent societies being established, 
,and what he ought to complain of was 
that they had not sufticient powers to 
effect that object. He supported the 
Vote with the greatest pleasure, because 
it tended to encourage thrift amongst 
| the people. 


*Mr. HANBURY said, that in Eng- | 


land the societies and branches under | 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £95,108, to complete ! 
the sum for the salaries and expenses of 
the Local Government Board, 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said, there were 
two topics that he desired to raise on this 
Vote. The first was the exercise of the 
patronage of the President of the Local 
Government Board in making appoint- 
ments to auditorships. It used to be the 
custom to bring pressure to bear on the 
President to make appointments to 
auditorships, against which nothing could 
be said but that the persons appointed 
lacked a knowledge of auditing. The 
work was extremely delicate and difficult, 
and it was most important to Local 
Boards through the country that the 
auditors of the Local Government Board 
should be persons trained as clerks in 
auditors’ offices. He believed the present 
President would exercise patronage of 
that kind with a full sense of responsi- 
bility, but it might strengthen the hands 
of the right hon. Gentleman in resisting 
the pressure that might be brought to bear 
on him, to have attention drawn in Com- 
mittee of Supply to the matter. The 


other question was a question of public 


policy. Last Session there were some 
Debates on the question of the unem- 
ployed, during which a general desire 
was expressed that the hands of Boards 
of Guardians should be set free, if the 
law prevented them from trying the ex- 
periment to put the pauper population 
on the land. Many Boards of Guardians 
desired to make such experiments, and 
rules for their guidance were issued under 
some old statutes. But those old Acts 
of Parliament were passed according to 
ideas different from the ideas that now 
prevailed, and, if they were applicable 
at all, were only applicable to a very 
slight extent to the experiments the 
Boards now desired to try. Lately, one 
Board of Guardians made a definite pro- 
posal, but it had been rejected by the 
Local Government Board, who pointed 
out the legal difficulties as well as the 
practical difficulties in the way. He did 
not in the least wish to question the 
action of the Local Government Board 
either as to its law or as to its policy. 
Nor did he wish to commit himself to 
the view that those experiments would 
succeed, for there were great difficulties 
in the way, as every one knew who had 
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practical experience of the Poor Law; 
but undoubtedly there was a growin 
disposition on the part of the public to 
allow Boards of Guardians to take land 
for the purpose of having it cultivated 
by the paupers—the money being pro- 
vided from the rates, which would insure 
that extravagance would be checked by 
the ratepayers—and he would be glad if 
the Boards were enabled to try the ex- 
periment. It seemed to him impossible 
for central authorities to continue to 
exercise quite so sharp a control over 
popularly-elected Local Boards as in the 
past; and he thought a prudent Ad- 
ministration would be anxious to meet 
the growing popular feeling by passing 
laws that would enable the Boards of 
Guardians to try such experiments. 
*Sir A. ROLLIT said, the questions of 
most interest during the recent General 
Election, in London at any rate, were 
those which touched the administration 
of the laws affecting. the poor, 
pensions for the aged, and _ similar 
social matters touching the daily lives 
of the working classes. He _ there- 
fore thought the question raised by 
his right hon. Friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean was worthy of their 
best consideration. To make a discrimi- 
nation between those who were worthy 
and those who were worthless was one 
of the problems they had to solve; and 
the principle that should guide the ad- 
ministration of relief was to bring back 
to the ranks of the useful members of 
society as many as possible of those who, 
from one cause or another, had fallen 
away. We must relieve, but relievechiefly 
to restore. He had therefore always been 
in favour of allowing Local Authorities to 
try social experiments like that referred to 
by his right hon. Friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. He andhis right hon. 
Friend had constantly protested against 
a standard of uniformity being set up and 
made applicable to all Local Authorities. 
Considering the advantages which had 
accrued in Local Government from muni- 
cipal experience and even experiment, he 
thought the same principle might be 
applied with equally beneficent results in 
connection with the administration of the 
Poor Law. The interest of the people in 
this question was enhanced by the recollec- 
tion that in London no less than one out 
of every three of the working classes came 
at 65 to the poorhouse, who up to 60 had 
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not received relief at all, showing that; *Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
they belonged to the deserving classes, | sity) said, he had drawn the attention of 
and, altogether it was asubject whichthus | the late President to two scandals in 
touched very closely the daily life of the | workhouse infirmaries, one in Warwick- 
poor. He thought, too, the question of | shire and one in Shropshire, in which it 
a greater classification, not only of | was alleged that deaths had occurred 
paupers, but of workhouses, was one|owing to insufficient nursing of the 
which demanded great consideration ;| paupers in the workhouse infirmary. He 
and they must try to reclaim the temporary freely admitted that great improvement 
poor as others and himself had done | had already been made in this matter, 
successfully at Abbey Mills and else-| especially in London and the large towns, 
where through their Mansion House |but he feared that in country unions 
Committee on Employment. | While /| there was still much need for improve- 
he should protest against a careless|ment. Nursing of the sick by paupers 
and incautious administration of the | should not be allowed to continue. This 
Poor Law, he could not help feeling that, | was a subject which had attracted a 
in an age in which pensions and other | great deal of attention, and he hoped 
beneficent modes of dealing with the | the right hon. Gentleman would give it 
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poor were occupying so much attention, 
it might be possible to reconcile the ad- 
ministration with more sympathetic 
treatmentof the deserving poor, especially 
by their employment in reclaiming land, 
and so meeting, with the least industrial 
competition, the existing, and, he feared, 
increasing, want of employment with 


which Members of Parliament must be | 


so familiar. 
Dr. CLARK called attention 


charge for the inspection of Metropolitan | 
vagrant wards and poor-law schools, and 
contended that this charge ought to be 
borne by the London County Council and 


not by the Imperial Exchequer. 


and Scotland had to 


pay her 
of it. 


In consequence of the Act of last 


year creating Parish Councils, there was | 


an additional charge of £800 this year for 
Parish Councils. When the Scotch Bill 
was before the House, he moved 


land, should be borne by the State, but 
this was refused, so that now Scotland 
was compelled to pay the whole of her 
own local audit, and in addition a portion 
of the English local audit. That was 
not fair. The cost of the audit was 
£55,400 ; the fees were £41,000, so that 
the charge on the Imperial Exchequer 
was £14,500. In this and several other 
English Estimates the people of Scot- 
land were compelled to pay their own 
local costs and a share of those of her 
rich neighbour, England. 


to the | 


He | 
also referred to the charges for inspection | 
and audit, and, with regard to audit as | 
a whole, protested against this charge | 
because it was only applied to England, | 
share | 


an | 
Amendment to provide that the expense | 
of the Scotch audit, like that for Eng- | 


his best consideration. A great deal of 
|obloquy had also been cast upon the 
|management of district pauper schools, 
|which had been called by the dis- 
‘agreeable name of barrack schools. 
‘It might be that these schools, like 
;all human institutions, had a good 
deal of imperfection about them, and 
no doubt the massing of a great num- 
‘ber of children together was not a 
desirable thing ; but he did not think 
the whole of these schools deserved to 
have opprobrium cast upon them because 
of a scandal in the management of one. 
|A Committee was appointed to inquire 
into this subject, and had been sitting 
nearly twelve months, but had not yet 
reported. He hoped the Report would 
not longer be delayed. 

Mr. E. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.) 
called attention to the difficulties placed 
in the way of County Councils and 
County Boroughs obtaining control over 
_ their local charities, in the same way as 
Parish Councils have under the Local 
Government Act, 1894. The Local 
Government Board had shown some 
hostility to conceding this control, and he 
‘asked the President to look into the 
matter. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
| District) said, that among the Guardians 
|of North and South Wales there was a 
| general complaint that the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspectorsdid not understand 
Welsh. He submitted that, if these 
inspectors were to be of any service at 
all, it was highly desirable that when 
they addressed Boards of Guardians on 
their important functions, the people so 
addressed should understand what the 
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inspector said. He hoped, therefore, 
the right hon. Gentleman would appoint 
Welshmen to some of these posts. 

Mayor PRYCE-JONES (Montgomery 
District) hoped the President and the 
Cabinet would give the subject of poor- 
law reform their sympathy and support. 
He also urged the classification of paupers 
in the same unions, and pointed out that 
a considerable saving might be effected 
in the county of Montgomery by a 
reduction in the number of unions. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Henry 
Cuapuin Lincolnshire, Sleaford), in 
a general answer to the questions 
which had been addressed to him by 
preceding speakers, said he recognised 
the force and the propriety of the views 
which had been urged with reference 
to the exercise of his patronage in 
appointing auditors. It would be his 
desire on all occasions, in making those 
appointments, to be careful that they 
were such appointments as would give 
satisfaction and be thoroughly justified. 
He could assure hon. Members that he 
would approach in a thoroughly sym- 
pathetic spirit the question relating to 


greater facilities being given to Local 
Authorities than they at present possessed 
for the purpose of making experiments 
by which they might in certain circum- 
stances place paupers who came to them 


for relief on the land. In his judgment, 
However, there were great difficulties in 
connection with the question ; but, as far 
as it might be possible to surmount them, 
he would approach the question with 
the greatest sympathy. He had been 
asked what were the powers of the 
Local Government Board and the Local 
Authorities under old statutes of the 
time of Elizabeth and George I. dealing 
expressly with this subject. He had 
examined into this question the other 
day, and he found that the Department 
did not possess powers to accede to the 
request made to it on that occasion. 
But, even had the Department possessed 
powers on that occasion, he doubted 
whether it would have been possible for 
him to undertake the responsibility of 
granting that particular request. He 
had, however, been advised by the legal 
experts connected with his Department 
that it would be beyond his powers to 
accede to the request. What the De- 
partment could do and what had been 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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done was this. At the present time 
they had powers to sanction Boards of 
Guardians giving aid and assistance to 
schemes for land colonisation which 
were promoted by other parties. He 
saw no reason to doubt that by a 
judicious and liberal use of that sanction 
great benefit might be conferred. He 
viewed with the greatest possible interest 
the question of the classification of 
paupers and of workhouses. He had not, 
however, been able to give all the 
attention which was requisite to a 
thorough mastery of the question, and 
he should prefer not to be asked to express 
any positive or definite opinion upon it. 
It was in that direction he thought that 
much might be done for the advantage 
of paupers in this country, and he hoped 
that a fuller and more complete exam- 
ination of the subject would place him 
ina position to be able on a future 
occasion to state more definitely his view 
to the House. In the inspection of 
vagrant wards it would be the duty of 
the Department to make representations 
to the authorities calling upon them to 
inspect such wards more efficiently than 
they had done, and to use every means 
in its power to give effect to those 
remonstrances. He believed that the 
number of pauper schools beyond the 
Metropolis was something like 300 ; but 
he could not be held personally responsible 
for the fact that, while in Scotland the 
local ratepayers bore the expenses of 
the inspection of those schools, the 
Imperial Exchequer bore the cost in 
England. He did not see, therefore, 
that any intervention on his part would 
have the effect which was desired of 
rectifying what appeared to be an 
anomaly. He admitted that the re- 
grettable cases which had occurred in 
workhouses, of patients suffering from 
illness owing to inefficient and inferior 
nursing, ought to receive his careful 
attention. He had already made inquiries 
on the subject, and he understood that 
at the present time there was in existence 
a Workhouse Nursing Association, by 
means of which nurses were trained and 
also recommended. He understood, 
moreover, that many Boards of Guardians 
subscribed to the association. The Local 
Government Board attached great im- 
portance to the work of the association, 
and also to the nursing duties in work- 
houses by trained nurses. It was also 
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the policy of the Board to discourage as 
far as possible the nursing of patients by 
pauper nurses. This had been the general 
policy of the Department, and it was one 
which he hoped to continue to carry out 
in the future, realising how important it 
was that the nursing establishment 
connected with workhouses should be 
thoroughly reformed. As to the position 
of district schools in the Metropolis, he 
had made some inquiriesof the Chairman 
of the Committee now sittingin connection 
with this subject. He understood that 
the Report might be presented not later 
than November next. When the Report 
had been presented and the Department 
was in possession of the views of 
the Committee, it would be his duty to 
give his best attention to the subject. 


Mayor PRYCE-JONES thought that 
there were too many workhouses in 
Montgomeryshire, and suggested that, in 
order to relieve the ratepayers from a 
burden that| was becoming intolerable, 
the number of them should be largely 
reduced. 


Mr. CHAPLIN) said, that with 
regard to the question which had been 
raised as to certain Welsh Poor Law 
inspectors being unable to speak the 
Welsh language, he could only say that 
if that were so one of the first essentials 
of their duty would be to render them- 
selves intelligible and understood by the 
people. He would examine into the 
question, and see what could possibly be 
done in the matter. He thought that 
the question as to the reduction of the 
number of workhouses in Montgomery- 
shire was one worthy of consideration. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR thought that 
there was no subject connected with 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Depart- 
ment which more urgently demanded 
attention than that of the treatment of 
the pauper sick. Some of the communi- 
cations he had received on this subject 
were both shocking and alarming, and 
the right hon. Gentleman would do 
great public service by instituting an in- 
quiry into the matter. He had heard 
of an inmate of a workhouse infirmary, 
who was suffering from a nervous dis- 
order, lying in a bed next to one in 
which a person was dying. He thought 
that something should be done to pre- 
vent infirmary patients being placed in 
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beds next to those who were dying, and 
being compelled to witness their death 
agonies. 

*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, 
Ilkeston) was glad to state that the ques- 
tion of nursing the sick poor was one 
that had of late years received a great 
deal of attention on the part of the Local 
Authorities, who had been stimulated to 
action by the Local Government Board. 
The British Medical Journal had insti- 
tuted a Commission of Inquiry into this 
subject, and had pointed out many 
necessary reforms, most of which had 
been anticipated in the reports of the 
Inspectors of the Local Government 
Board. There was in some quarters a 
great desire for greater central control 
in reference to this matter, but the Local 
Government Board was bound to proceed 
with caution in connection with the 
Boards of Guardians. There was no doubt 
that the nursing of the aged and sick 
poor in our workhouses required a great 
deal of professional skill on the part of 
the nurses employed, and he was glad to 
say that the Local Government Board 
had exercised the strongest influence to 
do away, as far as possible, with pauper 
helps, and to substitute trained nurses. 
There were, however, cases in which 
the Guardians had failed to abolish the 
old system, but these cases were fewer 
ever year. He was glad to hear what 
had been said by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board as to the scheme which had 
been suggested for giving employment 
to the casual poor on the land. It was 
undoubtedly the best system yet sug- 
gested, and it had the great advantage 
of enabling a portion of those so employed 
to regain their characters. When a 
man was occupied in productive and 
interesting labour, and could see the 
useful results of his work, it did much 
to restore his self-respect. This was 
the experience gained by the Salvation 
Army in their Colony. The great obstacle 
that would have to be encountered in 
carrying out such a system generally, 
would be found in the difficulty of induc- 
ing such persons to remain upon the land 
for a sufficient period. He thought that 
experiments might be carried out, more 
especially in small counties, in reference 
to the grouping of unions and the conse- 
quent classification of workhouses and in- 
firmaries, so that there might be one house 
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for the more deserving poor, another for 
the sick, and a third, possibly, for the 
well-behaved women and children. In 
this way they might get a useful classi- 
fication of the poor in the different 
districts, while, at the same time the 
work would be rendered more harmonious 
throughout the county. [‘ Hear, hear!”] 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said, that with regard to 
the proportion of English - speaking 
people in Wales he might say that 
during his first election he had had to 
address 57 meetings out of 60 held in 
his constituency in the Welsh language. 
He did not assert that none of these 
men understood a word of English, but, 
if hon. Members would endeavour to 
judge the matter by analogy to their 
own cases in the use of a foreign 
language, they would see that, although 
it might be understood when read or 
when spoken very slowly, it was not 
intelligible for ordinary purposes. These 
Welsh farmers used Welsh in the markets 
and fairs, as well as in their own homes. 
No doubt a case could be made against 
excessive outdoor relief, but all the 


arguments that were directed by poor- 


law inspectors were in the English 
language, and therefore did not have 
the effect that they would have if 
delivered in Welsh. He hoped, in con- 
clusion, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would see that the inspectors to be 
appointed should speak Welsh. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: It is my intention 
to look into the question, [‘ Hear, 
hear |” 

Mr. D. H. COGHILL (Stoke-upon- 
Trent) pointed out that the right hon. 
Gentleman had the power already in 
his hands, and hoped that he would not 
fail to put it in force. Most of the 
Acts of Parliament dealing with the 
condition of the poor were ancient Acts | 
of Parliament, dating from the time of 
Queen Elizabeth. The old notion of 
dealing with our workhouses by making 
them as uncomfortable as possible had 
passed out of date, and he hoped that 
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at the beginning of the next session the 
right hon. Gentleman would tell the} 
Committee that he had taken a step | 
forward. The time had now arrived 
for making the lot of the inmates of 
workhouses a happier one than it was 
in the past. 
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Dr. CLARK said, he was not satisfied 
with the explanation given by the right 
hon. Gentleman. If hon. Members 
looked at the Scotch Local Government 
Vote, they would see that it was only 
£11,000, while the English Local Go- 
vernment Vote was £175,000. The 
proportion of population was about one 
to eight, and, upon that basis, the 
English Vote ought to be only £88,000, 
Scotland had to pay the cost of her own 
local government from local sources, and 
she was then called upon to contribute 
to the cost of the local government of 
England. They had always been told 
that the Parish Councils would pay their 
own expenses, but, as a matter of fact, 
the loss to the Imperial Exchequer was 
£14,500 upon that item. He did not 
think that ought to be continued. It 
was very unfair ; and, as a protest against 
the charge being thrown upon them, he 
begged to move the reduction of the 
Vote by the sum of £1,000. The charges 
in regard to Scotland ought, he contended, 
to be placed upon the same footing as 
those in England. 

Mr. CHAPLIN said, he would have 
been very glad to meet the hon. Mem- 
bers opposite if he could have done so, 
but it was really quite impossible for 
him upon the present occasion to say 
anything that would be satisfactory to 
them upon the point which the last 
speaker, no doubt, felt strongly upon. 
It would be quite impossible to interfere 
just now with the whole system of the 
financial relations between England and 
Scotland, or to make any promise such 
as the hon. Member desired. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) 
said, that he quite recognised that the 
right hon. Gentleman could not be ex- 
pected now to go into the financial 
relations between England and Scotland, 
and he thought that the Committee 
should at present be satisfied with his 
promise to give the matter his con- 
sideration. He would, therefore, ask 
his hon. Friend (Dr. Clark) not to press 
his Amendment upon the present occa- 
sion. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Dr. TANNER rose to call attention 
to the question of vaccination. There 
could be no doubt that at the present 
day the immense amount of vaccine 
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virus that had been supplied was not 
required to the same extent as in the 
past. Within the past six months 
several cases had come to his knowledge | 
of persons being treated by the inocula- | 
tion of calf lymph got from the Royal 
Vaccine establishment, which had _pro- 
duced a most deleterious effect. It) 
would be much better and equally | 
efficacious that the lymph should be} 
taken from a healthy child. A num- 
ber of leading men in the provinces | 
had pointed out that greater care 
and attention should, in the first 
place, be attached to the development 
of the calf lymph and the choice of the | 
animals from which it was to be supplied. | 

He did not agree with those who thought | 
vaccination an evil. [Cheers.| On the | 
contrary, he believed it to be one of the | 
greatest benefits conferred upon mankind. | 
| Renewed « ‘heering. | Still, they could not | 
be too careful in investigating the sources | 
from which the virus was obtained and | 
the means by which it was transmitted. | 
The degree and development of the 





disease must, when several generations | 
had already been inoculated, be milder | 


in character, with the result that the) 
cost of the establishment might reason- | 
ably be cut down. Crude vaccination | 
might have been requisite 20 years ago, 
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say that the question of vaccine was not 
in a very satisfactory position at present ; 
he had done all that was in his power up 
to that time by writing, a fortnight ago, 
to the members of the Royal Commis- 
sion which was still investigating that 
subject, pressing upon them the urgent 
need there was of an early report. He 
hoped, in the interests of the general 
| public, that they would not have ‘to wait 
‘much longer for their views on this 
extremely ‘important matter. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £9,055, to complete the sum 
necessary for the salaries and expenses 
of the Office of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy, England—agreed to. 


On the vote of £59, to complete the 
sum necessary for the salaries and ex- 
[pene of the Mint, 

Dr. CLARK complained that the 
reverted to the 
practice of stamping on sovereigns the 
device of St. George and the dragon, 
instead of the arms of the United 
Kingdom. When the cross of St. 
Andrew and the cross of St. George 
were united and became our ensign the 
name Britain was substituted for Eng- 


but was no longer requisite to-day. In| 
regard to the nursing of infectious cases | | land and Scotland, but, notw ithstanding 
in workhouse hospitals, he had been very | this, in Her Majesty’ s Speech the word 
glad to hear the suggestion made that “ England ” was used instead of the 
greater care should be taken. Work-| word Britain, and in the last Administra- 
house inmates should not, he urged, be | tion there had actually been a treaty 
allowed to nurse such cases; the greater | between ‘“ England” and China. He 
danger attaching to the nursing of in-| thought they ought to have the Welsh 


fectious cases rendered it necessary that 
a higher salary should be paid to the | 
nurse in attendance. This, of course 
would entail a greater cost upon the 
Guardians. The higher pay to the 
nurses who attended infectious cases was 


‘dragon on the quartering of the shield. 


He urged that it was the duty of the 
Unionist Government as far as possible 
to carry out the law, and see that the 
arms of the various nationalities ap- 
peared on our coins instead of the device 


analogous to the higher pay which we 
paid to our officers when we sent them| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
to the West Coast of Africa. Un-| Boroughs) suggested that the dragon of 
fortunately, enough pressure had not | Wales should ‘be substituted as one of 
been brought to bear upon the Guardians | the quarterings upon the armorial shield 
to secure adequate attendance, |appearing on our coins instead of the 
Mr. CHAPLIN said be had heard three leopards of England, as the latter 
with genuine interest the remarks of the | at present were in duplicate. 
hon. Member, who was well entitled to, *Mr. HANBURY said, he had nothing 
speak on the scientific aspect of the | to say with regard to the point raised by 
question, but he was sure the hon. Mem-/an hon. Member as to the use of the 
ber would forgive him for not following | word “England” in Her Majesty’s 


him in its didvunsion. He was bound to| Speech. There was no doubt that both 
| 


of St. George and the dragon. 
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Scotland and Wales were now included 
in the term Britain. As to the question 
of the device upon our coins, he was 
satisfied that there was nothing in the 
insignia that was illegal, as had been | 
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These coins were not English coins, but 
were coins of the United Kingdom. It 
might please Her Majesty to speak as 
‘though all the people of the United 
Kingdom were English; but he pre. 


stated by the hon. Member. There was | |ferred to be a Scotchman. England, 
no authority on the part of the Mint to| | Wales and Scotland formed Great Britain, 
issue coins in their actual shape. In the | and Treland used to be known as W estern 
Act of 1870, which was the chief coinage | Britain. On the sovereign and half- 
Act, there was a distinct provision that | sovereign was the emblem, not of the 
it should be lawful to Her Majesty in| U ited Kingdom, but of England only ; 
Council, from time to time, by proclama-| and this was only one of a series of acts 
tion, to do any of the following things, | of the same kind, which were illegal as 
namely, to determine the dimension of, | | well as inaccurate. 
or design of any coin. Therefore, clearly,! Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
the present design was under the Act of | E.) said, that our colonies and depend. 
Parliament, and there was nothing con- | encies very much liked to see the emblem 
trary to the Statute in issuing it in its|of St. George and the dragon on the 
present shape. He himself thought the | sovereign. China, for instance, with 
design of St. George and’ the “dragon | which ¥ we did a large trade, valued the 
was a very good one, but at any rate|}emblem on the English sovereign. As 
the contention of the hon. Member that|to the question of the white ensign, 
it was illegal was not correct. |many hon. Gentlemen owned yachts—— 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that}; *Tuz CHAIRMAN: This is not the 
the hon. Member opposite had better| proper time to enter into a nautical 
enter a protest in the first place} discussion. I must ask the hon. Mem- 
against the white ensign, instead of com-| ber to confine his remarks to the Vote. 
plaining of the coinage. The white) Mr. R.G. WEBSTER saic* that the 
ensign bore the small Union Jack in|half-sovereign was used a great deal, 


the corner, with a large St. George’s| and the wear and tear of the coin cost 


Cross suspended. But there was one) the country a considerable sum. It was 
point in reference to the coinage which |a pity that some silver coins were not 


was not sentimental but practical. The 
old 


Shilling” on one side; and it was 


desirable that the sovereign and half-| 
sovereign, and indeed all coins, should | 


have their denominations indicated. 
At present there was nothing on these 


coins but a coat-of-arms, and a portrait 
of Her Majesty which was far too large. | 
Our coins were used by foreigners as 


well as ourselves—our sovereigns were 
used all over the world. 
know where the evil custom arose of 
putting on the coin everything but the one 
thing essential; but he hoped the 


Committee would be given the assurance | 


that this bad custom would be departed 
from in future. 

Dr. CLARK said, 
brought before the late Government was 
that there was no difference in design 
between the sixpence and the _half- 
sovereign, and that gilded sixpences were 
passed as half-sovereigns. This had 
now been remedied ; 
that the intention was to make a similar 
change with respect to the shilling. 


Mr. Hanbury. 


shillings all bore the words “One| 


He did not| 


that the point, 


and he thought’ 


‘issued for use all over the British Empire, 
and interchangeable in all parts of the 
Empire. By this means our merchants, 
and the commercial and working classes 
generally would get the benefit instead, 
\of the exchange brokers and _ bankers. 

The objections raised by hon. Members 
opposite were very small. If our coins 
were well-known and liked by people 
generally, what did it matter that Wales, 
Treland, and Scotland were not repre- 
sented in the design ? 

*Mr. B. L. COHEN (Islington, E.) 
said, that the discussion showed that 
every time this Vote came up, there 
would be a number of conflicting opinions 
as to the proper arms which the coins of 
the realm should bear. The difficulty 
could easily be obviated in a practical 
way if no coin were to bear any arms at 
all, according to the precedent, which 
was practical, useful, and agreeable to 
all, of the shillings of 1870. On one 
side of our coins should be a portrait of 
the Queen, drawn from a_ becoming 
model, and on the other side should be 
the face-value of the coin. The only 
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objection in his view might be that this 
would be symbolical of bimetallism, for 
there would be the same design for all 
coins. 

Dr. TANNER said, that he had yet 
to learn that China, as the hon. Member 
for East St. Pancras suggested, was a 
part of the British Empire. The hon. 
Member for Caithness had alluded to 
Ireland as Western Britain. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: This discussion 
is becoming more and more irrelevant. 
Let the hon. Member confine himself to 
the Vote. 

Dr. TANNER said, that at any rate 
he should not refer to flags; but he 
wished to deny that he belonged to any 
such place as Western Britain. Another 
hon. Member for Wales had suggested 
that the dragon should be put on the 
coins. The dragon appeared on the 
sovereigns already, together with St. 
George, the patron saint of England, by 
whom the dragon was being transfixed. 
Ought not hon. Members for Wales to 
be satisfied with the inclusion of the 
Welsh dragon in the design? This dis- 
cussion was typical of many in Supply ; 


and he hoped that the Minister in charge 
of this Vote would see fit to adopt all 
the suggestions which had been made: 
then next year we might hope to have 
something like a satisfactory coinage. 
Mr. LEWIS said, he thought that 
the right hon. Gentleman had rather 


misunderstood the point which the 
Welsh Members had made. They did 
not object to any emblem representing 
Britain. What they did object to was 
an exclusively English emblem on the 
coinage, and their demand was that 
Wales should be represented in a quarter 
of the shield. 

Mr. LOUGH said, there was a large 
item in connection with this Vote of 
£4,500 for incidental coinage expenses. 
The first items under that head were for 
water supply, bags, and boxes for coin 
and melting pots. He would like to 
know what was charged against water 
supply. Then there was an item of 
£2,500 for the supply of silver and 
bronze coin to the colonies. Was there 
no means of recovering this amount from 
the colonies? There was also an item, 
“appropriations in aid and _ extra 
receipts, £250,000.” Under that the 
first item was seignorage on silver coin- 
age, the second was profit on bronze 
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coinage, and the third receipts from 
sundry sources. He would be glad if 
the right hon. Gentleman would kindly 
tell the Committee how much was derived 
from seignorage, how much from profit 
on bronze coinage, and how much from 
sundry sources. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 

asked why the four-shilling piece was 
continued in circulation? It was a very 
objectionable coin. It was absurd to 
have both the four-shilling and the five- 
shilling piece. There should be one or the 
other, but not both. At any rate he 
would suggest that some special distinc- 
tion should be made between them. 
*Mr. HANBURY said, he did not 
quite know the reason precisely why the 
four-shilling piece was introduced, and 
he quite agreed that some great distinc- 
tion ought to have been made between 
it and the five-shilling piece. The issue 
of the double fiorin had, however, been 
discontinued since 1892. Under the 
Proclamation of 30th January 1893, 
the denominations of coins from the half- 
crown downwards are now stamped on the 
face of the coins. He did not know that 
he would care to see the sovereign much 
altered, for in his opinion, the represen- 
tation of St. George and the Dragon was 
one of the best productions the mint 
had turned out. He did not think there 
was the same necessity to put the 
denomination on the sovereign as there 
was to put it on the shilling. As to the 
loss on silver coins withdrawn from cir- 
culation for three quarters of last year, it 
amounted to £22,000 on about £205,000 
of silver coins withdrawn, or a little over 
10 per cent. As regarded the supply of 
silver and bronze coins to the colonies, the 
charge under that head was chiefly one 
for freight to and from the colonies of 
imperial silver and bronze coin only. 
The Vote had no reference to colonial 
coinages executed in this country. Then 
a question was asked as to the extra 
receipts and how far the profit was due 
to seignorage and how far to other 
receipts. He could only deal with what 
happened last year when the seignorage 
on silver brought in a profit of very 
nearly £300,000. The profit on bronze 
coinage amounted to nearly £19,000, 
and the other receipts arising, as he 
believed, from what was known as the 
“sweep,” amounted to something like 
£10,000. 


21 
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Mr. LOUGH: Why is the profit on Mr. LOUGH asked if the right hon. 
silver called seignorage ? Gentleman could state the amount of 
*Mr. HANBURY: The term is an| the coinage. 
ancient one as it concerns silver coinage,| *Mr. HANBURY was unable to say, 
though perhaps it is not wholly justifi-| The information would be found in the 
able for a token coinage. The modern/@nnual Mint Reports. 
term of profit is used with regard to the) Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if this 
modern bronze coinage. | country —_ to pay the sr of deprecia- 
. . waeetene Australis 
Me. GIBSON BOWLES said, that|HOn i? the Tecoimage of Australian 
St. George was not a person for whom | *Mr. HANBURY: Vea. 
we should make much sacrifice, because, | 
if he remembered his Gibbon aright, he | 
was a Cappadocian tetrarch, who was) 
put to death for defrauding the Roman | 
army in contracts for meat. | the sum for salaries and expenses of the 
Dr. CLARK asked whether the) National Debt Office, 
£250,000 was the entire profit made? 
He believed that the last figures they} Dr. TANNER asked what was in- 
got showed very much more. The last | tended to be done with the two senior 
information he got from the late Secre-| clerks described as ‘‘ redundant,” and 
tary to the Treasury was that pennies) receiving the minimum salary of £340, 
cost fourpence a dozen, and he should | and with an increase this year of £15. 
say that there was about sixpence profit | He observed that last year there were 
on every shilling at the present price of | three assistant clerks marked “ redund- 
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Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £7,175, to complete 


silver. 


Mr. R. PIERPOINT (Warrington) 
thought there was some danger in simpli- 


fying the impress on coins. The more | 
difficult the design was to execute, the | 
less likely was it that there would be an | 
illegitimate coinage. 

Mr. LOUGH asked the Secretary to | 
the Treasury to explain how it was, that. 
instead of the larger figure he had men-| 
tioned, only £250,000 was the amount 
set down as profit on silver and bronze | 
coinage and other sources. Further, he | 
desired to know how much silver was 
coined upon which the profit arose, and 
had the authorities considered the ques- 
tion of giving coin not so attenuated in 
value ? 


*Mr. HANBURY said, he found he} 
was wrong in the answer he had given 
to the hon. Member for Caithness ; only 
£2,239 was due to the amount realised 
from “sweeps.” As to the profits, he) 
found that there was a certain amount 
in hand at the beginning of the year 
from the previous year, and the gross, 
total was £380,000. Then certain extia 
receipts had to be deducted again ; but 
why the addition was made in the first | 
instance and the deduction subsequently | 
made, he confessed he could not say, but | 
he would inform himself on this point. 


ant,” and this year only one with a 
salary of £320. From the appended 
note he found that the redundant clerks 
were being replaced by second division 
clerks as vacancies arose, and he pre- 
sumed, therefore, that these were tem- 


| porary appointments ; but how did it come 
to pass that the appointments filled by 


second division clerks became permanent! 

*Mr. HANBURY said, as the hon. 
Member would be aware, in consequence 
of the recommendation of the Ridley 
Commission on the Civil establishments, 
an estimate had to be decided by each 
department as to what are called clerks 
of the first and second divisions. It 
was no doubt found that in the National 
Debt Oftice there were a number of first 


| division clerks whose work could very 


well be done by second division clerks, 
and he understood that, as vacancies 
occurred among these redundant clerks 
of the first division, their places were 
filled by Clerks of the second division. 

Dr. TANNER inquired how the 
reductions were made. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the clerks con- 
tinued in their appointments until their 
time came for retirement, and then ap- 
pointments were made from the second 
division. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £12,488, to complete 
the sum for salaries and expenses of the 
Public Record Office, 


Mr. LEWIS said, that about eighteen 
months ago a number of educationalists 
from Wales, chiefly connected with the 
Welsh University, waited upon, the then 
Financial Secretary with the object of 
securing the appointment of an officer 
with the duty of calendaring Welsh 
MSS. They pointed out the difficulties 
that beset Welsh scholars in the endea- 
vour to refer to ancient Welsh MSS., 
that these MSS. were kept in great 
houses in various parts of the country, 
and access to them was extremely diffi- 
cult. 

*Mr. HANBURY pointed out that 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission 
came under another Vote and was con- 
cerned with private MSS.; this Vote 
dealt only with the Record Office. 

Mr. LEWIS said, he was only going 
to say that the officer appointed had 
done excellent work, that his appointment 
was of a temporary character, and he 
wished that the work might be continued 


and the appointment made permanent. 
He was about to observe that, when the 
work of calendaring this mass of private 


MSS. was finished, there would still 
remain work at the Public Record Office, 
which, so far as he had been able to 
ascertain, had never been tackled by any 
official. There was a great mass of 
valuable historical documents relating to 
Wales, remaining uncalendared and un- 
indexed, and so Welsh scholars were 
entirely unable to avail themselves of 
the great stores of information there 
existing on the subject of Welsh history. 
For many years past there had been a 
demand among Welshmen for a good 
history of their country written from a 
scientific standpoint ; but when scholars 
were approached and reproached for this 
want, they replied that materials for 
such a history were not available. He 
believed that Wales was worse off in 
this respect than any civilised nation on 
the face of the globe. So much interest 
was taken in this subject in Wales that 
a private society had been started with 
the object of publishing some of these 
interesting historical records, and Mem- 
bers from either side of the House had 
joined this society. The grievance was 
a substantial one, and the request now 
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made by Welsh Members as modest a 
request as had ever been made in the 
House. Private enterprise was doing 
what it could, but could not of course 
do much. A sum of £1,300 had been 
subscribed, and documents had _ been 
published throwing a flood of light on 
customs of the Middle Ages in Wales 
full of interest to scholars. Scotland 
and Ireland had been provided for 
in this respect if not amply, and he by 
no means complained of this ; indeed, he 
confessed that the provision for the 
publication of Irish Celtic MSS. was 
inadequate. But for Wales nothing of 
the kind had been done. Last year the 
predecessor of the right hon. Gentleman, 
when this subject was raised on the 
Estimates, gave an encouraging answer, 
quite different to the stereotyped official 
reply, the tone being more encouraging 
than the mere words as they appeared 
in “ Hansard.” What was understood 
to be the meaning of the right hon. 
Gentleman was that he hoped that the 
present temporary arrangement might 
be made permanent. At present nothing 
was done for Wales in this matter, and 
the Government threw upon private 
individuals the burden of making these 
interesting historical researches. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY complained 
of the ineffivient, careless, and grossly- 
incompetent way in which the investi- 
gation of documents in the archives of 
the Vatican was being conducted. The 
sum devoted to this purpose was only 
£380. The subject was important to 
historical students. A few years ago 
the present Pope, for the first time in 
the history of the Papacy, permitted 
scholars of all countries to have access 
to the documents preserved in the 
Vatican, covering the period between 
1200 a.p. and 1600 a.p. Of this oppor- 
tunity the Government had taken very 
little advantage. A gentleman had 
been employed for many years in con- 
nection with the archives of Rome, and 
to him had been entrusted the additional 
work arising out of the Pope’s concession. 
He understood that no less than 12 
French scholars had been sent by their 
Government to examine these Papal 
records, which must throw great light 
upon the ecclesiastical history of almost 
every country in Europe. The question 
of the connection between the Churches 
of this country and the Roman Church 
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should have failed to take more advan- 
tage of the offer of the present occupier 
of the Papal Chair, and should practically 
have treated that offer with contempt. 
The Government had left 
gentleman in Rome to examine. these 


documents, and complaint was made of | - 
the way in which that gentleman had | 


done his work in the volume which he 
had published. The volume was pub- 
lished at the beginning of this year, and 
it covered the period between 1128 and 
1304. Jt had been reviewed by a most 
able scholar in the Jrish Ecclesiastical 
Record, 
the grossly inadequate and unskilful 
manner in which the writer had done 
his work. It was surprising that the 


English Record Office had not asked for|and slipshod work. 


some explanation from the compiler of 
the volume. 
the chronology of the book was inade- 
quate and wrong. 


were dated according to the year of the| 
Papacy to which they related, and one} 
of the functions of the editor of the 


book was to convert the year of the 
Papal reign into the year of Our Lord, 
so that the reader might see at a glance 
to what period of history any document 
referred. In this part of his work, 
according to the reviewer, the writer 
had committed several errors. It was 
scandalous that public money should be 
spent for work which was thus inac- 
curate. Historical students, it should 
be remembered, were dependent upon 
digests of this work; very few of them 
could afford to go so far as Rome to 
examine documents at first-hand. The 
reviewer also complained that the editor 
seemed to be incapable of making correct 
translations of Latin. Here was an ex- 
ample. One of the most interesting 
questions in history was the connection 
of the Churches of this kingdom with 
the Church of Rome; and there had 
been great historical controversies as to 
how far those Churches, before the 
Reformation, were subject to the Roman 
jurisdiction. Well, in translating tle 
mandate of Gregory IX., dated 1257, 
the editor of this book made that Pope 
distinctly state that the Scotch Church 
was not subject to his jurisdiction, when 
the statement was, of course, exactly the 


Mr. Maurice Healy. 
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was one of great interest to historical | 
and ecclesiastical students; and it was | 
surprising that a rich country like this | 


it to one} 


The reviewer complained of | 


, scandal 


The reviewer alleged that | 
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contrary. The mistake was due to the 
fact that the translator thought the 
words nullo medio which occurred in 
the mandate meant “by no means.” 
Such a blunder was almost incredible. 


|The Pope used exactly the contrary 


language—namely, that the Church of 
Scotland was subject to the Church of 
Rome as its sole mother and Metropolitan 
that was to say, there was no Arch- 
bishop in Scotland to whom the Bishops 


|of Scotland were primarily subject, and 


who stood between them and the Church 
of Rome. This gentleman, however, 
translating the words nullo medio as 
“by no means,” made the Pope write: 
“The Church of Scotland was not subject 
to the Church of Rome.” This was a point 
of capital importance, and it was a 
and shame that the public 
money should be spent on such careless 
Many of these 
documents related to the Irish Church, 
and were ful of topographical names 


| referring to particular sees and dioceses, 
The Papal records | 


which were, of course, rendered in Latin. 
It was quite impossible for any man, no 
matter how learned in English, to be 
competent to do this special work ; and 
accordingly the Record Office should 
have taken pains to have had the Irish 
and Scottish portions revised by Irish 
and Scottish scholars. This was not 
done, and the result was that the Irish 
portion of the work so teemed with 
errors and inaccuracies as to be useless 
for any purpose of reference. The right 
hon. Gentleman would admit that these 
were grave and serious charges, well 
deserving of investigation ; and, he said 
again, it were better this work should 
never be done at all than done in the 
manner of which he complained. 

*Mr. HANBURY quite admitted the 
importance of the subject, and the right 
which the hon. Gentleman had to express 
an interest in it in this House. Of 
course there was, as he had pointed 
out, a great difference between the 
number of men employed upon this 
work by the French Government and 
by our own, and he would have made 
inquiries to see how far special assistance 
was required for what he admitted was 
an important matter. With regard to 
the complaints against Mr. Bliss, that 
gentleman certainly ought to be com- 
petent, for he had been editor for 20 
years. The first complaint against him, 





841 Supply. 


however, was that he was not sufficiently 
acquainted with Irish subjects and Irish 
topography, and therefore he had made 
some mistakes in the translation of Irish 
names from the Latin. He quite agreed 
that it would be well if, in this special 
field, some assistance were 
the editor, at any 


found for 
rate in the way 
of revising his proofs to see that no 
blunders appeared -—— he assumed, of 
course, the blunders mentioned were 
beyond a doubt-—and that there should 
be somebody on the spot at Rome to 
protect him against the recurrence of 
them in future volumes. One was nearly 
ready for the Press, and he thought 
some local assistance was desirable in 
order to see that the same kind of mis- 
takes were not made in the succeeding 
volumes. Accepting the statement of 
the hon. Gentleman —for he had no 
means at hand of verifying the facts— 
such a blunder as that of nullo medio— 
a very important one in connection with 
the passage in which it occurred—was 
one which should not be made by any 
average scholar. It was so absurd that 
-—again without throwing any discredit 
on the statement of the hon. Gentleman 

it seemed almost incredible it could 
have been made by a gentleman who, 
presumably, had special qualifications 
for the work, one of the first of them 
being, at any rate, an average knowledge 
of the Latin language. It was an im- 
portant matter, and he wished it to be 
understood that he would make no per- 
functory inquiry about it. With regard 
to the complaint of Mr. Bliss not dealing 
with the records in chronological crder, 
that was not the editor's fault. His 
instructions were to take them in the 
order in which they occurred in the 
Papal Registers, and that was the 
order adopted by the  representa- 
tives of the French Government. 
With regard to the special Irish griev- 
ance that these errors occurred in the 
translation of Irish names of places, he 
thought it a very reasonable suggestion 
that Mr. Bliss should get some assist- 
ance from some Irishman. The hon. 
Member for Flint had referred to certain 
manuscripts which did not come under 
this Vote at all, but which came before 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission. 
The hon. Gentleman asked that the 
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official appointed to examine these docu- 
ments in Wales should be made a per- 
manent official. So long as the iaquiry 
in Wales continued, no doubt the work 
would fall into the hands of the gentle- 
man who now performed it, but he did 
not think there was any intention of 
making him a permanent Civil officer, 
qualifying him for a pension, and carry- 
ing with it all the advantages of being 
placed on the Establishment. Again, 
it would not be fair to the other officers 
in the Record Office to bring in this 
gentleman and make him a permanent 
official. So long as he continued to 
examine Welsh documents, he would be 
treated in exactly the same way as 
the gentlemen who were engaged in a 
similar examination of English records. 
The hon. Member complained that 
Welsh records were neglected in the 
Public Record Office. One of the exist- 
ing officials of the Record Office was a 
Welshman, and he was told that there 
was no reason why Welsh records 
should not be dealt with just as 
readily, by the staff of the Record 
Office, as uny other documents. As a 
matter of fact, he believed the Welsh 
documents were in Latin, and, so 
far as those which were in Latin were 
concerned, any ordinary official, whether 
English, Scotch or Irish, would be able 
to deal with them as well as a Welshman 
himself. He quite recognised that Wales 
ought to be treated on exactly the same 
terms in this matter as England, and if 
the hon. Gentleman could show him any 
specific instance in which injustice had 
occurred in the Record Office in regard 
to Welsh records, he should be perfectly 
willing, so far as he had the power, to 
see that justice was done. 


On the return of the CHAIRMAN, after 
the usual interval, 


Mr. LEWIS said he desired to im- 
press on the Secretary to the Treasury 
the desirability that one who was not 
only a Welshman, but one thoroughly 
acquainted with Welsh law, and _parti- 
cularly with Welsh agrarian law, should 
be appointed permanently to do exclu- 
sively Welsh work in the Public Record 
Oftice—that was, to obtain information 
relating to Wales from historical records. 
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If the right hon. Gentleman made that 
concession, which, indeed, had been 
practically promised by his predecessor 
in office, it would give universal satisfac- 
tion in Wales. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, the 


Vote called for some remarks in the inte- | 


He found that the | 


rest of economy. 
total cost of the Public Record Office was 
£50,490. That seemed to be a very large 
sum to pay for keeping a lot of old papers. 
He thought the House would be as- 
tounded if it realised the amount of 
money spent on foreign papers. This 
was a matter which should be left to 
private enterprise. Many booksellers 
would be glad to get an opportunity of 
having the work done for nothing, 
publishing them at such a price as would 
remunerate him. Then the investiga- 
tion on the Archives of Rome cost them 
£10,000—“ investigation” only. Then 


there was a large sum for investigation | 


MEMBER : 
He did not 


at Simancas. [An hon. 
“ Where is Simancas?” 


know ; he believed in Spain, but the Secre- | 


tary of the Treasury, who knew every- 
thing, would tell them. {Zaughter. | 
should like some explanation which 
would justify this expenditure being con- 
tinued. He had another remark to 
make. If hon. Members would turn to 


page 153 and observe the extraordinary | 


crop of foot-notes, they would see that 
almost every official in this Department 
had two or three salaries. It seemed to 
him that this dusty old oftice with its 
dusty old papers had been lost sight of, 
and that the salaries had been allowed 


to accumulate one on the top of the! 


other in the most remarkable way. Here 
was the Secretary who gets £600 a year, 
and in addition he received an allowance 
of £100 a year as Secretary to the 
historical manuscript. How could he 
do both duties? He received £600 a 
year as Secretary of the public Record 
Office, which ought to take the whole of 
his time. The assistant keepers got a 
maximum of £700 each. One of these 
officers edited the Chronicle out of 
office hours. He received eight guineas 
a sheet for this work “ out of office hours.” 
Here was a man with two masters; he 
was sure to neglect part of his duties. 
They might be quite certain that if they 
allowed an official to do work “out of 
office hours ” he would do the work in 
office hours. He thought he could say 
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; that from a certain amount of personal ex- 


| perience. [Laughter.] He was then very 
| young and very wicked, but since then 
| he had had the privilege of the company 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. This 
work out of office hours ought not to be 
allowed. One man one job. Then, as 
to the clerks; a great many of them 
were pluralists, but it would be observed 
| that they could not tell how many were 
pluralists. They were told that “ four 
‘or five” got extra payments. Surely 
they ought to be told whether it was 
four or five. Then they were told that 
“others” received payment for extra 
work out of office hours. Down even to 
|the charwoman, they were all pluralists, 
It was a vicious, bad system. When a 
man received a public appointment he 
should give up his whole time to its 
duties, and he should not be allowed to 
hold another employment on the pretext 
that he did the work out of office hours. 
'They did not allow Ministers to be 
directors of companies, but called on 
them to give their whole time to the 
Queen’s service. He intended to raise 
this question of pluralists from time to 
time as it came up, until the s)stem by 
which a man received two “or three 
salaries was put an end to. In the 
meantime it seemed to him that to call 
on the country to pay £50,000 a year 
for the keeping of these duty old papers 
and the maintenance of dusty old plural- 
ists, was a matter which called for urgent 
inquiry. 

Dr. CLARK said, these men were 
getting preposterous salaries. The Com- 
mission laid down a scale, and that was 
that the salaries should begin at £150 
and increase to £300. Some of the 
junior clerks had a salary of £530, so 
that actually they were paid more than 
the assistant keepers. This office would 
supply the hon. Gentleman plenty of 
|scope for his reforming energy. Some 
of the officials drew in extra payments 
twice as much as their wages were. He 
/hoped some further information would 
_ be given. 
| Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE said, the 
'grievance of the Welsh Members was 
‘that no effort was made in _ the 
‘Record Office to deal with historical 
|documents affecting Wales. The Welsh 
‘documents ought to be put in such 
order that the historian would not 
be compelled to lose valuable time in 
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needless research. He thought it would | out of office hours. While, no doubt, the 
be preferable to appoint a Welsh-speaking | State had the fullest claim on the service 
individual, who, necessarily would know | of officials during office time, and in pre- 
most about these subjects and about the| venting them from undertaking outside 
documents which relate to Welsh | work during that time, it yet came to be 
history. a question “how far it was possible or 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that if the hon. | right to say to public servants, “ You 
Member could point out to him privately ‘shall do no other work outside the seven 
any particular way in which Wales was | hours allotted to the service of the State.” 
suffering owing to the present constitu-| He did not think this was a regulation 
tion of the office, he would do his best to| which would be generally acceptable 
provide a remedy. Wales certainly|to the House. While it was laid 
ought to be treated in the same way as|down clearly in the Report of the 
other portions of the country. The hon. | Ridley Commission and in the Order in 
Member for King’s Lynn appeared to be| Council based on its recommendations, 
under the impression that the Record | that no one should hold a directorship 
Office was simply used for keeping old|the meetings in connection with which 
papers. But the office was of greater | took place in oftice hours, it was held that 
value than that. Not only was it the | neither the Commission nor the Treasury 
store house of historical records of the | should attach that disqualification to the 
country, but it produced the indices and | case of directorships the duties of which 
calendars pertaining to them. It was, | could be fulfilled after office hours. If, 
indeed, the source whence many of our | therefore, they had that rule applying to 
great historians drew many of their facts. | directorships, he did not see how they 
Forexample, Dr.Stubbsand Dr.Creighton | could prevent officials from doing work 
had used the office for the investigation of | out of office hours. While he thought 
many of their historical facts. Calendars | that they ought not to encourage or to 





were periodically published, and issued | allow any great amount of work out of 
y fF ’ YS 


at a low price, and, historically, they | office hours, it was only fair to remember 
were very valuable documents indeed. | that those hours were not paid for by 
As to the records in foreign archives, | the State. They were the time of the 
he had to say that officials were sent | officials themselves, and, unless work was 
abroad in order to get information and | carried on by the officials to such an ex- 
consult documents in foreign archives tent as to interfere with their ordinary 
bearing on the history of their own | duties, he did not think the Government 
country, and this was a useful purpose | had a right to interfere. 

for the Record Office to serve. For ex-| Dr. CLARK said, the case was rather 
ample, the correspondence of Phillip TI.,| this. A man was paid £700 a year for 
relating to British affairs in the reign | doing certain ook during a stated 
of Elizabeth, had been consulted at|number of hours. After those hours the 
Simancas in order to throw some fresh | official took exactly the same class of 
light on that reign. He had always| work home, and by means of piece wages 
maintained that a great deal of discus-;earned £8 8s. per sheet. This was a 


sion would be prevented if the Estimates 
were presented in a more intelligible 
fashion than at present ; and as to per- 
sonal allowances, he agreed with his hon. 
Friend on that point. If 
salary was attached to a particular kind 
of work it ought to be an exceptional 
case if a personal allowance was granted. 
But it would not be fair to take away 
those allowances at once, though he pro- 
mised that he would watch carefully over 
the personal allowances which were 
granted in future. The same remark 


applied to those persons holding more | 


than one office. It was a somewhat | 
more diflicult question to deal with work | 


a definite | 


bad system, because the country was 
paying for the work twice over. 

*Mr. HANBURY said he was speaking 
|of private work other than oftice work or 
work connected with their Department. 
He agreed that in principle it was not 
wise to encourage this work out of office 
hours, and to pay separate salaries. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.) was urging that some 
person should be appointed, conversant 
with the Welsh language, to go into the 
question next year, when 

Tut CHATRMAN interposed, and 
‘reminded the hon. Member that he was 
not entitled to repeat arguments already 
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used. If he could throw any fresh light; *Mr. HANBURY said, he thought 
on the question he would be justified in | the claims of Ireland and of Wales ought 
doing so, but he warned the hon. Mem-| to be fairly recognised in the work of 
ber that he must not repeat, over and the Record Office, and, as far as he could 
over again, the arguments which had | bring any influence to bear, he would 
already been used by hon. Members. |endeavour to see that justice was done. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, the blunder-| He could not give the specific promise 
ing of Mr. Bliss was the more inex-| asked for with regard to Wales, but he 
cusable because a former writer men-| would do his best to secure that no 
tioned by him had published the|errors were committed that could be 
originals in Latin. He wished to ask | avoided. The hon. Member for Louth 
whether if this work of investigating the | had returned to the documents in the 
Vatican records were to go on, the| Vatican. Already he had admitted 


translation could be accompanied by the | 


original ; otherwise, controversies would 
arise on the blunders of Mr. Bliss. There 


were persons of undoubted erudition and | 


archeological lore who could supply | 
the technical knowledge that was re- | 
quired to avoid translating the word for 
diocese into parish with the effect 
of locating several churches in one 


that, with regard to points of Irish 
topography and details of that kind, a 
fair claim had been established that Mr. 
Bliss should have assistance, and it had 
been suggested that a member of the 
Dominican body on the spot should be 
associated with him for this special 
purpose. If these records were worth 
translating or inquiring into, the work 


parish. There were scholars, Irish and| ought to be done well. He was glad 
English, at Rome, who could assist in to hear that, although blunders some- 
the translation of ancient ecclesiastical times occurred, the work was, on the 
terms and save Mr. Bliss from exhibit-| whole, well done. The hon. Member 
ing that ignorance for which he attacked | suggested that somebody should be 
other scribes. Without wishing to associated with Mr. Bliss. to correct 
lessen the thousands spent on English | errors of that kind. It might be that 


records, he must call attention to the | his ecclesiastical Latin was not as good 
expenditure of £600 on Irish records ; | as his ordinary Latin. He would submit 
and he would suggest that in the man-|to the Record Office the suggestion of 
ning of the Department all the nation-| the hon. Member for Louth that instead 
alities should be adequately represented. | of having this assistance the Latin text 


In the last few years the papers | should be published alongside the trans- 

calendered were British papers, to the ex- | lation. 

clusion of Irish papers, and he did not) 

blame the Government for this. Still, | 

he maintained the Irish Members were | 

entitled to ask that Irish manuscripts) Vote of £5,855, to complete the sum 

and records in England and Ireland, as | for the PublicWorks Loan Commissioners 

well as on the Continent, should be |—agreed to. 

looked after by well-qualified men, and | 

that the amount spent upon this work; On the Vote of £24,899, to complete 

should bear some proportion to the|the sum required for salaries and ex- 

amount spent upon records in England,| penses of the Registrar General for 

Scotland and Wales. In this respect | England, 

the Trish people were entitled to sym-| 

pathetic treatment at the hands of the) Dr.CLARK pointed out that £21,445 

editors of these documents. ‘of this was for fees of registrars. In 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said, it was| Scotland, these local expenses were 


Vote agreed to. 


clear Wales had a grievance Neither | 
this year nor in any year for five years 
past had a penny been taken for the 
cataloguingof Welsh manuscripts. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman promise that 
one set of Welsh manuscripts should be 
investigated and catalogued within the 
coming year ? 





The Chairman. 


defrayed from the local rates and not 
from the Imperial Exchequer. It was 
not fair that Scotland, a comparatively 
poor country, should pay her own ex- 
penses and contribute towards those of 
England too. 

*Mr. HANBURY replied that legisla- 
tion would be necessary to deal with 
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this state of affairs, and as this could|involved, with the result that subse- 
not be introduced this Session, he asked | quently only those Amendments that 
the hon. Member to allow the Vote to| were likely to be reached on the day 
S. |appeared upon the paper, and thereby a 
Dr. TANNER said, there was a very | considerable saving was effected. The 
important matter in connection with the | same thing occurred in connection with 
Registrar General’s Office which should | the Welsh Disestablishment Bill, but it 
be dealt with in connection with the|was a curious fact that the Amend- 
registration of births. From vaccination | ments to that Bill continued to appear 
and other causes there was much in-| upon the paper after the late Government 
fantile mortality which was blamed|had resigned office. The Reports of 
upon medical officers who were called in| the Police and Sanitary Committee on 
to act without fee or reward. Much} Local Improvement Bills were also de- 
mal-administration occurred in connec-|livered to all Members ; Reports in one 
tion with the registration of the bicths | instance occupying 46 pages of the Votes 
and deaths of children which ought to be} of the Day. His suggestion was that 
inquired into. The medical journals| both the Amendments to Bills and the 
had frequently called attention to the| Reports of Committees should be 
subject and called for a remedy. | printed, as they were under the present 
*Mr. HANBURY said, the subject practice, but that the latter should only 
was an important one, but went beyond | be delivered to those hon. Members who 
the purview of the information then at|desired to have them. Amendments 
his command. He would be glad, how-|should not be reprinted, except when 
ever, privately to communicate with the | fresh Amendments were put down. He 
hon. Member. |was aware that the Reports of the 
Police Committee were circulated in 
Vote agreed to. virtue of a Standing Order of that House, 
but that was a difficulty that might 
On the Vote of £277,909, to complete easily be overcome. By adopting the 
the sum for Stationery and Printing, _/ course he had suggested, not only would 
|a great saving be effected but the con- 
*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, | venience of hon. Members would also be 
Mansfield) drew attention to the large| consulted, because their tables were 
sum of £77,000, which was taken under | now overloaded by a quantity of papers 
the head of “printing, paper, binding,|that were of no possible use to them. 
ke., for the two Houses of Parliament.” | He hoped that the right hon. Gentle- 
At one time every Parliamentary paper | man would be able to effect the change 
that was printed was supplied to each| he had indicated, which he believed 
hon. Member, but now a partial reform | would result in a considerable saving of 
had been effected, and only a selected | public money. 
class of Parliamentary papers was sent) Mr. LOUGH said, that the right hon. 
to them, and hon. Members who desired Gentleman had been good enough, in 
to have additional papers had to make | answer to a question he had put to him, 
special application for them. That} to promise to reappoint next Session the 
arrangement had given satisfaction to|Committee which had sat to consider 
the House, and no complaint had been | the terms upon which the great bulk of 
made with regard to it. There were | the Government printing was done. 
points, however, in respect of which the | He should be glad if the right hon. 
present system required amendment. | Gentleman would inform him what were 
For instance, when the Home Rule Bill| the terms of the reference to that Com- 
was in Committee all the proposed | mittee, and whether any change had 
Amendments to it were reprinted every | been made in the terms that were fixed 
morning, although there was no possi-| by the late Government. There was 
bility of the greater part of them being | great discontent among the large body 
reached for many days after they were|of men connected with the printing 
placed upon the paper. He had ven-| trade, who complained that the terms of 
tured to call the attention of the then| the Resolution of that House had not 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury to| been carried into effect. That Resolu- 
the great waste of money that that course | tion could not be regarded as being in 
i 
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any sense a Party matter, seeing that it; Department had no knowledge of the 
had been carried by a Conservative Gov-| printing trade, and the printing and 
ernment in 1891, and had been affirmed | binding in Dublin was carried on under 
when the late Government was in office.|a system which had been denounced, 
The Resolution prohibited sweating and | He would impress upon the Secretary to 
sub-letting, and directed that the London | the Treasury the desirability of appoint- 
Scale of Prices should be paid; but he| ing upon the promised Committee men 
was afraid that it was carried out| who had a grasp of the subject, which 
neither in the letter nor in the spirit. | affected the credit of the book-binding 
The Government was constantly getting | and printing trades in Dublin as well as 
work done which was of a temporary|in London. He hoped that the Com- 
character, and was not included in the| mittee to be appointed would not be 
regular printing contracts, and the} thwarted by permanent officials in Lon. 
Resolution was not carried into effect as|don, who had not the remotest idea of 
regarded that work. He asked whether! the printing and book-binding trades, 


the right hon. Gentleman was willing to 
promise that as far as possible the con- 
tracts should be carried out in accordance 
with the terms of the Resolution of the | 
House of Commons. There was no| 
trade in which the conditions of work | 
could be more clearly ascertained as the 
printing trade. The London School 
Board and the London County Council 


had both adopted the London scale of | 


prices, and 90 per cent. of work done in | 
London was done under that scale. 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN (Limerick, | 
W.) thought it had been fully proved that | 


| 


as regarded the Government printing in | 
London, it was done under conditions | 
which were disadvantageous to the| 
printing trade of the Metropolis. The | 
Committee appointed by Sir J. Hibbert 
met, but were not able to take evidence. 
They, however, draughted a recommenda- 
tion that the Committee be reappointed, | 
and he hoped this would have been done, 
even in the present short Session. The | 
printing contracts in connection with 
the present ten-year system would 
expire next year, he was glad to say. 
He did not consider a Committee a very 
safe way for bringing home to the minds 
of the people the workings of Govern- 
ment contracts. The Royal Labour 
Commission, instead of producing any 
good results, only deferred the question 
for a longer period. He trusted that 
more energy would be thrown into the | 
deliberations of the Committee which | 
had been promised for next Session, and | 
that they would put an end to the ert 
years’ contract. Among the second 
division clerks he noticed that there | 


He thought, too, that the scope of the 
Committee should be widened, and that it 
should not be merely a Select Committee 
of the House, but that men outside the 
House should be appointed upon it, with 
a view to inquiring into the working of 
the various departments. The strong 
representations which were made to the 
late Government should strengthen the 
present Government in the appointment 
of the Committee, and he hoped that in 
the next Session that Committee would 
be practical both in its constitution and 
results. * 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that a practi- 
cal suggestion had been made as to the 
amount of documents published by the 
House, and he thought that the sugges- 
tion would go far to remedy the evil 
which had been complained of. A most 
practical suggestion was also made by 
the Committee which introduced the 
system now in force, that hon. Members 
should mark on a pink paper the particu- 
lar volumes of the Parliamentary papers 
which each wished to have sent to him 


|That principle had been carried out as 


far as possible, but he was afraid 
there were still a great many Members 
of the House who did not avail them- 
selves of it, and wished all the volumes 
to be sent to them. That might save 
trouble, but it entailed a vast amount of 
unnecessary expense, and he thought it 
would be well if there was a general 
understanding in the House that so far 
as possible, the public expenditure should 
be spared by hon. Members marking on 
the Paper what documents they really 
required. As to the suggestion in regard 


were five with a special knowledge of! to Amendments on the Paper dealing 


printing, but why, he asked, was it that 
their knowledge of printing was not | 
recognised ? The Comptroller of the! 


Mr. Lough. 


with important Bills occupying the 


attention of the House for a long time, 
that was a matter hardly to be discussed 
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on the Stationery Vote, but rather a 
matter of procedure. The same remark 
applied to the circulation of the Reports 
of recent Sanitary Committees. As hon. 
Members had stated, that was done 
under one of the Standing Orders of the 
House, and it would therefore be im- 
possible for him under that Vote to 
express any opinion as to how that 
matter was to be dealt with. Then the 
hon. Member for Islington had referred 
to a promise which he had given, that 
the Committee on Printing should be 
nominated again at the beginning of 
next Session. As to the terms of refer- 
ence, those had not vet been definitely 
settled, but he believed they would pro- 
bably be precisely the same as the terms 
of reference under which the late Com- 
mittee sat. The hon. Member for 
Limerick was anxious, and very properly 
so, that this should be a really practical 
Committee. It was impossible to 
nominate that Committee this Session in 
time for it to do any practical work, and 
therefore the appointment of the Com- 
mittee had been put off till the beginning 
of next year. He could certainly promise 
the hon. Member, so far as he had to do 
with the nomination of the Committee, 
that he would do his best to see that it 
was a thoroughly practical Committee, 
and he should hope that the hon. Mem- 
ber himself would give his assistance upon 
it, because there was perhaps no other 
Member of the House who had so much 
practical knowledge of the subject. In 
regard to the longer contracts for print- 
ing given by the Stationery Department, 
generally speaking, in fact, almost 
wholly, he endorsed the views expressed 
by his predecessor. The directions that 
that right hon. Gentleman gave to the 
Stationery Office were that in cases 
where tenders were sent in by union and 
non union houses, if there was no im- 
portant difference in prices between them, 
preference should be given to the union 
houses, but if the union house tender was 
very much above that of the non-union 
house, then the contract should be given 
to the latter, on the condition that they 
should be bound by the terms of the 
Resolution with regard to fair wages. 
Mr. J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford) protested strongly against the 
opinion expressed by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He urged that the 
Members of the Committee which had 
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been promised should be Members of the 
House, who were accustomed to deal with 
large contracts in a fair and square 
way. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES desired 
to point out that the proceeds of the 
sale of the Ordnance Survey maps, an 
item of £14,000, were credited to the 
Stationery Department, whereas the pro- 
ceeds of sale of the Admiralty charts, 
which were in exactly the same position, 
being prepared by the Admiralty, were 
credited, he presumed, to the Admiralty. 
He wished to know why these two en- 
tirely different methods of keeping the 
accounts of two similar departments 
were adopted. He also pointed out that 
there was credited as appropriation in 
aid £22,000 for stationery supplied to 
the repaid departments, while there was 
also credited as appropriation in aid 
5 per cent. on those supplies. Why, 
he asked, should one department 
pay 5 per cent, to another department ? 
He found that full accounts of the three 
official publications—the London, Dublin 
and Edinburgh Gazettes—were set out 
in the Estimates. Why was no account 
rendered of the other publications, 
recently started by the Government, such 
as the Labour Gazette and the Agricul- 
tural Gazette! He knew why. It was 
because they were run at a dead loss in 
competition with outside newspapers. 
The loss was concealed somewhere in the 
Estimates, so that it should not be 
known. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY said, that 
if there were a loss on the publications 
mentioned by the hon. Member for Lynn 
Regis, he hoped they would not be 
stopped ou that account. Nothing but 
a loss was to be expected ; and the pub- 
lications were not undertaken for the 
purpose of earning a profit. To compare 
them with the London, Edinburgh and 
Dublin Gazettes was quite fallacious. 
The latter existed largely for the publica- 
tion of legal advertisements, which were 
very profitable. Whether the Labour 
and Agricultural Gazettes were profitable 
or not, they were well worth the money 
spent uponthem. While the Hdinburgh 
Gazette brought in £3,300 by sales and 
advertisements, and cost £327 to print ; 
the Dublin Gazette only brought in £999 
and cost £620 to print. What was the 
reason for this serious discrepancy? In 
Scotland the Gazette was published by 
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the Government themselves, and in Ire-j that many observations that were made 


land through a contractor ; but that was, 


lication being produced more cheaply. 
In England and Scotland the fees for 
advertisements were paid in stamps, but 
in Ireland they had to be paid for in 
cash. Why was the practice different ! 
Further, why had the former practice in 
regard to the sale in Ireland of Ordnance 
maps been departed from? Now there 
was only one agent in Ireland for the 


possible to deal directly with the Govern- 
ment. The old arrangement was much 
more satisfactory, and he hoped it would 
be reverted to. The circumstances 
Treland rendered it particularly desirable 
that the maps should be accurate, because 


the Land Courts. As to the circulation 
of volumes of the Statutes to the Depart- 


that this was too lavishly done, but now 
the Government had gone to the other 
extreme. 


to such the volumes ought to be supplied 
by the Government. How was it that 
the publication of the volumes 
Brehon Laws had been abandoned? 
He hoped that the work done in that direc- 
tion in the past, which was of a very 
excellent character, would be continued 
by the department. The only other 


matter to which he wished to refer was | 
the subject of the reporting of the Debates | 
He would like to learn | 
from the right hon. Gentleman how that | 
con- | 
sidered by Committee after Committee, | 
and had never yet been put on a satisfac- | 


in the House. 


matter now stood. It had been 


tory footing. The House of Commons 
was the only Assembly in the world which 
had no official record of its Debates. If 
they took the trouble to appoint Com- 
mittees, and those Committees made 
elaborate inquiries on the subject, they 
ought at any rate to follow the recom- 
mendations they made. The Committee 
which sat some time ago made several 
recommendations which had not been 
carried out. One of their recommenda- 
tions was that there should be a verbatim 
report. There was no doubt a great 
deal to be said on both sides on that ques- 
tion. Perhaps some people would think 


Mr. Maurice Healy, 


of | 


of | 


/in the House were not worth reporting ; 
if anything, a reason for the Irish pub-| 


but the answer to that was that if 


| selections were made, there must be com- 


plaints that those selections were jn. 
vidious. The only safe rule was to have, 
as far as possible, a verbatim report. The 
Report they got now was practically The 


| Times report, a little amplified in Com- 
|mittee. There was a further objection. It 


was well known that the Reports did not 


|appear even as they were published in 
sale of these maps, while before it was | 


The Times. They were submitted to 


| individual Members who had the oppor- 


tunity of revising and correcting them, 
and what appeared in print was not what 
they had said. It was a very com- 
mon thing for Members to say one thing 


|when they rose in their places, and 
they were constantly being referred to in | 


afterwards, when others wished to face 
them with what they have said, it was 


|found that when it got into print it had 
ments, there was at one time complaint | 


He did 


assumed quite a different shape. 


‘not think, that was a satisfactory condi- 
| tion 
There were a certain class of | 
ofticials—suchas the Crown and Sessional | 
Crown Solicitors—who were constantly | 
requiring to refer to the Statutes; and | 


of affairs. He thought that the 
recommendations of the Committee, pre- 
sided over by Sir John Hibbert, should 
have been followed. It was not the first 
Committee that had reported in a similar 
sense, and, indeed, he did not think any 
Committee could come to any other con- 
clusion. He would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the Government in- 


| tended to see that the recommendations 


of that Committee were carried out, and 
if not, what conclusion they had come to, 
and in what condition the matter now 
stood ? 

Mr. H. KIMBER (Wandsworth) 
wished to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
what was the ground on which he had 
arrived at the determination to give a pre- 
ference in printing contracts to houses 
which conformed to trades union rates 
| over houses that were independentof them! 
| He understood the right hon. Gentleman 
|to say that it was not merely a case of 
| tenders being equal, but that there being 
only a small difference between ten- 
'ders of trades union houses and those 
of non-union houses, he would give the 
| preference to the trades union house. 

Mr. LOUGH said, he wished to make 
one or two remarks on the same subject. 
| He thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
|gone distinctly back from what his pre 
decessor had done with regard to this 
matter. There was nothing in the House 
of Commons Resolution about union or 
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non-union houses, and he much regretted 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
drag in that suggestion at all. He 
founded his case entirely on the Resolu- 
tion of the House. The House pledged it- 
self first to do its best to guard against the 
evils arising from s‘veating and sub-letting, 
and to see that such wages were paid as 
werecommonly current in adistrict. There 
was not a word about unionist or non- 
unionist rates, and he did not think 
those words ought to be introduced into 
the Debate. The position with regard 
to printing contracts was this. There 
was a scale, called the London scale of 
prices. It was not a trades union 
scale at all. It was drawn up by masters 
and men, and was a peaceful and happy 
outcome of an agreement between them ; 
and 95 per cent. of the London masters 
acted upon it. The position he wanted 
the right hon. Gentleman to take up was 
this, that with regard to contracts he 
would not ask whether the house tender- 
ing was unionist or non-unionist, but | 
that he would see that the provisions of 
the Resolution of the House of Commons 
were inserted in the contract, and that 
the wages paid under the contract were 
the wages current in the district. 
The Treasury should get rid of the dis- 
tinction between union and non-union 
firms and keep close to the Resolution 
of the House for the payment of wages 
accepted as the current rate in the trade. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would make this matter a little clearer, 
and not go beyond the statement of his 
predecessor and the terms of the 
Resolution. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, that, for his own 
part, he had listened with extreme satis- 
faction to the statement of the Secretary 
to the Treasury, and he was surprised 
that his hon. Friend should take excep- 
tion to the statement. His hon. Friend 
objected to any preference being given 
to union over non-union houses. 

Mr. LOUGH said, his point was per- 
fectly clear. He said in regard to these 
printing contracts that there was in 
London a scale of prices called the 
“London scale,” and he wanted work- 
men to be paid according to that scale ; 
he did not care whether the payment 
was made by a union or non-union 
house. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, he quite under- 
stood ; and there was the statement of 
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the Secretary to the Treasury to the 
effect that, other conditions being equal, 
he would give the preference to a union 
house as against a non-union house. 
With that statement he was satisfied. 
He had watched the agitation in regard 
to the House of Commons’ Resolution 
with some interest, and had, indeed, taken 
some part in it. The first demand made 
was that, in the giving out of contracts, 
preference should be given to union 
houses, and then a compromise was 
arrived at and embodied in the Resolu- 
tion which stood as a text in this matter. 
That Resolution contained all he desired 
to see enforced ; and, if the right hon. 
Gentleman interpreted fair rate of wages 
to be the union rate, he would not go far 
from the general desire. 

Mr. J. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston) hoped the Government would 
not go beyond the spirit of the Resolu- 
tion, which was founded on a Resolution 
of the London County Council, that 
wages paid in contracts should be those 
recognised as fair in the particular trade 
concerned. In giving contracts, the 
balance should be fairly held ; always 
recognising that the Resolution was 
directed against the evils of sweating. 
He hoped the Government would follow 
that course, and would not be swayed by 
the fact of a house being union or non- 
union. 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN thought 
there had been some misapprehension of 
the words used by the Secretary to the 
Treasury. He did not understand him 
to say or to imply that a preference 
would be given to union houses above 
non-union houses, but that where the 
conditions of labour were carried out in 
accordance with the spirit of the Resolu- 
tion, that firm was entitled to a con- 
tract. The London scale was agreed 
upon by the London Society of Compo- 
sitors and accepted by the great mass of 
employers, by 600 firms out of 642. 
That must therefore be recognised as the 
current rate in London. The unionistsdid 
not want any privilege beyond their fair 
claim, and this he declared as an advo- 
cate of trade unions and representative 
of the society he had mentioned. Let 
Government contracts be carried out 
under the same conditions as attached 
to other employment of labour. 
The Secretary to the Treasury only 
meant that where work was done under 
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fair conditions, that house should be given 
the preference over a house where the 
work was not conducted 
to the Resolution of the House of 
Commons. That Resolution had been 
found wanting, and it was_ being 
violated every day. ‘The trade unionists 
of the country wished for its amend- 
ment. If a Select Committee on the 
printing contracts were appointed the 
shortcomings of the Resolution could be 
shown. 

Mr. J. C. FLYNN said, that the 
difficulty was to determine whether the 
Resolution was to be interpreted 
according to its spirit or according tothe 
letter. Interpreted according to its 
spirit, it meant distinctly that those 
houses which were conducted on trade 
union principles were entitled to a 
preference at the hands of the Depart- 
ment. It should be borne in mind that 
the scale of wages known as the London 
prices was settled at a conference at 
which the vast majority of the men 
were trade unionists who sought for 
the recognition of a right which would 
not have been recognised if most of the 
men had not been Trade Unionists. He 


hoped that the Secretary to the Treasury 
would take care to prevent any violation 


of the Resolution in Ireland. On two 
or three occasions Mr. John Morley, 
when Chief Secretary, was waited upon 
by the representatives of trade union 
houses, who supplied abundant proof 
that with regard to the undue em- 
ployment of boy labour and with 
regard to sweating the Resolution of the 
House was not being properly carried 
out by the officials in Dublin Castle. 
He wished to call attention to the pay- 
mengs made to the Edinburgh Gazette 
office, as compared with those made 
to the Dublin Gazette Office. The 
sum set down for the printing 
and paper of the Edinburgh 


was £327, and the corresponding 
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according | 


Gazette | 


sum for the Dublin Gazette, for the same | 


amount of work was £620. 15s. 8d. 
Why should the Dublin Gazette office 
be shown this preference? Why should 
it receive so much larger a sum? 
He was in favour of meting out equal 
justice to the two countries. 

Dr. TANNER said, this was a matter 
to which they ought to give considerable 
attention. The first question he wished 
to ask the hon. Gentleman was, how did 


Mr. Michael Austin. 


Supply. 


they stand at the present moment? This 
was the financial point, and they could 
not be too strict or too careful. They 
were told that “considerable arrears 
continued to exist.” He wanted to know 
how they stood with regard to the con- 
tractors. Another point was about out- 
standing balances. He should like to 
know exactly the position with regard to 
these two matters. There was a third 
point, the agents’ balances. In dealing 
with these points he was only quoting 
the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Treasury, and he hoped he would put the 
Committee in possession of all the infor- 
mation he had. 

Dr. CLARK wanted to know why no 
information about “ E.” Why was that 
struck out entirely this year? Looking 
at the expenditure, it seemed to him 
that they were paying twice over for the 
work done. He should like a little more 
information, and also how long the present 
contract is to stand. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, a question had 
been put to him—and it was dwelt upon 
on both sides—with regard to these small 
contracts given for printing. He should 
like to state what was the'exact position 
with regard to these contracts. Of 
course the matter had come before him 
rather suddenly, and he at once, as the 
first thing, ascertained what had been the 
practice of his predecessor. The hon, 
Member, he thought, was in error when 
he stated that what he said varied from 
what was said by his predecessor in every 
respect. What he said was that, until 
he had an opportunity of going into the 
whole matter, it was impossible in the 
short time he had been in office to depart 
from the practice of his predecessor. 
Until he had had an opportunity of ex- 
amining the question from both points of 
view, the practice of his predecessor should 
be carried out. 

Mr. KIMBER: 
practice ! 

*Mr. HANBURY replied that the 
practice of his predecessor was, that when 


What the 


was 


'there was a tender from a union and 4 


non-union house, unless there was a con- 
siderable difference between the two, the 
preference should be given to the union 
house. When he came to deal with the 
question, he supposed he should have to 
give a decision upon it ; but, as had been 
shown by the difference of opinion 


expressed from various quarters of the 
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any satisfactory decision in the very short 
time he had had at his disposal. Under 
these circumstances the only course he 
could possibly adopt with any justice was 
to carry on the practice of his prede- 
cessor until he had formed a definite 
opinion on the subject one way or the 
other. With regard to some of the minor 
points which had been raised, the first 
referred to the publications connected 
with the Brehon laws. The gentleman 
responsible for them, Dr. Wilkinson, was 
paid by fees. It so happened that 
neither last year nor the year before had 


fees. That, however, was no proof, that 
the work was not being carried on, and 
as a matter of fact it had been carried on 
during the past two years just as in 


volumes were now ready. With regard 
to the issue gratis of Acts of Parliament 
to different public offices, the list was 
drawn up in 1883 and it was annually 
revised by the Home Secretary for Eng- 
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House, it was a thorny and difficult | stamps. 
subject, and it would have been whoily |for that distinction. 
impossible for him to have arrived at 


'general office, as far as 
he sent in an account as to his claim for | 


| supplies. 
previous years, and he believed the new | 
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He did not know the reason 
The statement, 
however, was not wholly true of the 
London Gazette, certain of the advertise- 
ments being paid for in cash and not in 
stamps. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn had asked why the London Gazette 
should be charged upon this Vote, whilst 
the Labour Guzette and other depart- 
mental publications were charged upon 
the votes of their own departments? The 
reason was simply that the London Gazette 
dealt not with one department but 
embraced the whole public service, and 
was, therefore, properly charged upon 
the Stationery Office as being a 
stationery 
was concerned, affecting all departments. 
The Labour Gazette was charged to the 
Board of Trade. Reference had been 
made to the charge of five per cent. on 
That was merely the margin 
to cover establishment charges and was, 
in his opinion, fair under all the circum- 
stances. The charge for Ordnance maps 
would, in any case, have to fall on the 
Civil Votes and, therefore, it was of no 
consequence whether it fell on the 


land, the Lord Advocate for Scotland, | Stationery Vote or upon the Vote 


and the Chief Secretary for ITreland.|for the Ordnance Survey. If, 


What was the exact position of the list | 


he could not say. 


With regard to the| maps to the 


how- 
charged the Admiralty 
Stationery Vote they 


ever, they 


sale of ordnance maps, undoubtedly | would be putting on the Civil Votes 
there had been serious complaints, fairly | a charge which equally ought to be made 
well grounded, as to the sale under the|on the Navy Votes. Ithad been asked 
present system, which was practically| why the recommendation of the Com- 
giving a monopoly in England to one| mittee, which reported in favour of a 
firm, in Scotland to another, and in| verbatim report of Parliamentary pro- 
Ireland to a third. It had been found | ceedings, had not been carried out. The 
these maps had not been sold to the | fact was that, although he believed the 
extent they had a right to suppose, and | late Secretary to the Treasury was a 
although he was not able to say that a| member of the Committee and reported 
new system would be adopted, still the | in favour of a verbatim report, the late 
contract had only got a short time to} Chancellor of the Exchequer found that 
run now, and no doubt there was a ten-| the cost of such a report would be so 
dency to revert to the old system by | great that he was not prepared to find 
which there would be a large number of | the money for it. 

maps available throughout the country;,/ Mr. KIMBER said, the answer of the 
the agents communicating direct with | Secretary to the Treasury had disclosed 
the head office of the Ordnance Survey the fact that the late Government had 
instead of through one particular firm.| departed from the Resolution of the 
The different agents would thus get a/| House in regard to the payment of fair 
higher commission on their sales, and, wages. [Mr. Loven : “ Wages current 
would have a greater inducement to push | in the district.”| In view of the short 
the maps. He had been asked why the| time the Secretary to the Treasury had 
advertisements in the Dublin Gaz-tte| been in office no blame attached to the 
were paid for in cash whereas the adver-| right hon. Gentleman, but he (Mr. 
tisements in the London Gazette and the | Kimber) now entered his protest against 


Edinburgh Gazette were paid for by the mnon-observance of the principle 
| 
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embodied in the Resolution the House , carried his Amendment he would have 
had passed. | censured both the present Government 

*Mr. HARRY FOSTER (Suffolk, | and the past Government. He desired 
Lowestoft) desired to call the attention | to point out to the Secretary to the 
of the Secretary to the Treasury to the | Treasury, that he had given no reply to 
distinction which had been drawn by | a question asked as to the difference in 
the hon. Member for Islington | the expenditure on the Dublin Gazette 
(Mr. Lough) and others between ajand on the London and Edinburgh 
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house which paid the trades union 
rate of wages and the house which 
paid that which was _ recognised 
as the London scale of wages. 
The London Schoo] Board appointed a 
Committee to inquire into the matter 
in consequence of a petition they re- 
ceived, requesting them only to give 
their printing work to trade union 
houses. 


masters and men, representing 90 per 
cent. of the trade in London, a scale o 
wages was agreed upon, which was not 
necessarily trades union rate, although a 
large number of trades unionists acknow- 
ledged it was fair. Asa result he moved 
and carried at the London School Board 
the Resolution as to fair wages, which 
had become the precedent for many 
other public bodies and for this House. 


If only firms belonging to a trades union 
were to get Government work, a very 
unfair and invidious distinction would be 
drawn which the House never intended 


should be drawn. The principle the 
House laid down, and the principle he 
was sure the Secretary to the Treasury 
would act upon, was that a fair rate of 
wages should be paid by firms doing 
Government work. 


Mr. FLYNN said, the hon. Member | 


for Wandsworth had declared he was 
anxious to avail of all the forms of the 
House in protest against the action of 
the Government in this matter. The 
simplest and most convenient course for 
the hon. Gentleman, in order to effect, 
was to move the reduction of the Vote. 
Why did not the hon. Gentleman do it? 

Mr. KIMBER: JT said, I would do it 
if necessary, in regard to the next 
Estimates. But these are the Estimates 
of a Government of which the hon. 

*Gentleman was a supporter. 

Mr. FLYNN said, it was not a ques- 
tion of the pounds, shillings and pence 
of a particular Estimate, but of the 
principle involved in the Estimate. The 
hon. Member had his remedy by moving 
the reduction of the Vote and if he 


Mr. Kimber. 


Evidence was given before the | contracts, 
Committee, to show that at a meeting of 


| Gazettes. 


Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN said that 
lhe desired to recall to the notice of 
ithe Committee, the Debate on this 
|question which took place in 1891, 
|when a Resolution was unanimously 
| agreed to declaring that in the opinion 
|of the House it was the duty of the 
|Government, in making Government 

to secure “that wages which 
| are generally accepted as current amongst 
| competent workmen ” were paid by the 
|contractors. That Resolution had been 
jadopted by the School Board and 
‘by the Board of Works. Nothing 
more was asked for than the carrying 
out of that Resolution in its spirit. 
Those who had supported thet Resolution 
contended that the Government had a 
right to recognise the conditions which 
ensured greater comfort for the work- 
men ; that the Government which 
protected the shores of the kingdom, 
ought also to protect the lives and limbs 
of its workmen; and that the Govern- 
ment ought always to show itself a 
model employer of labour. These 
contentions he should urge upon any 
Government, whether it were Liberal or 
Conservative. The opinions expressed 
by the Secretary to the Treasury on this 
had met with his hearty 


| 
| 


} are 


| occasion 
support. 
Dr. TANNER asked that an answer 
should be given to the points he had 
raised, as to advances to contractors. 


*Mr. HANBURY said, that the hon. 
Member was referring to something 
which was not on the Estimates this year, 
but in the Report of the Auditor and 
Controller General, which dealt with the 
| accounts for 1893-4. Asa Member of 
ithe Public Accounts Committee, of 
‘course these questions had formerly 
|come before him, and the Report of the 
|Committee endorsed the views of the 
| Auditor General. As Secretary to the 
| Treasury, he would do his best to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Committee. 
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Dr. TANNER asked whether these 
advances were in a satisfactory state. 
Year after year the same answer would 
be given about the Report of the Audi- 
tor General, referring to the previous 
year's Estimates. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £11,423, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the expenses 
of the Office of Woods, Forests and Land 
Revenues, and of the Office of Land 
Revenue Records and Inrolments, 


*Mr. MAURICE HEALY <aid, that 
the Irish landlords were always exhorting 
the Irish tenants as to the way in which 
they should pay their rent ; but when it 
came to rent being payable by an Irish 
landlord himself, it seemed that it was 
quite a different matter. In an inquiry 
held a few years ago, it came out that 
certain quit-rents payable by Irish land- 
lords, had been left hopelessly in arrears 
by the Irish Quit Rent Office. The 


Statute of Limitations did not apply 
to those rents, and within the past two 
years an Irish peer had called upon the 
Government to bring in a Bill to release 
the Irish landlords from their legal 


obligations. Though those quit rents 
were insignificant in amount, as com- 
pared with the amount of rent payable 
by the Irish tenants, the accounts 
showed that from 18 to 20 years’ arrears 
were due by the Irish landlords. Did 
the Government propose to enforce the 
payment of the arrears ? 

*Mr. HANBURY was glad to say 
thattheamount of arrears had diminished 
to a considerable extent. Between 1880 
and 1887 the arrears rose rapidly from 
£36,000 to £50,000. Since then they 
had been gradually going down, until 
on March 31, 1894 (the latest return), 
the amount of arrears stood at £14,300. 
*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS called atten- 
tion to action on the part of the Woods 
and Forests Department which he 
described as harsh, almost dishonest, 
and not exceeded by Irish landlords. 
In his constituency there were 134 
small holdings, carved by tenant occu- 
piers out of the bare mountain side. 
All these holdings had been enclosed out 
of the mountain at a higher elevation 
than the former limit of cultivation. 
The total area was 202 acres, for which 
the Crown never received a penny of rent 
until they were enclosed. The occupants 
were permitted by the commoners to 
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make the enclosures, and they had 
occupied them so long that, as against 
the commoners, they had been able to 
establish a right to them ; by occupation 
for 20 years the rights of the occupants 
had been established; and now the 
Crown had stepped in and said— 

“You have gained a title as against the 
commoners, but you have not gained a title 
as against the Crown, because 60 years are 
required to do that, and, since you have gained 
a title as against the commoners, we will take 
possession and confiscate both your improve- 
ments and the commoners’ rights.”’ 

In his evidence before the Land Com- 
mission, Mr. Sowray described the 
Crown as saying— 

“We come in when an encroachment is 
made. You have made an encroachment; you 
had no right to make it; and, so far as the 
Crown is concerned, we will take care that 
we do not give up our rights for nothing.”’ 
The nation should get every penny of 
the value of the property of the Crown. 
The men who made these enclosures 
were told— 

‘‘ We recognise that you made the enclosures, 
built cottages, dug the land, &c., but inasmuch 
as the land is ours you must pay some nominal 
amount.” 

That should be what quit rents were 
with respect to the Jandlords in Ireland. 
They were simply a recognition of the 
right of the Lord of the Manor in the 
ground as distinct from the surface. 
But after establishing that right and 
getting a small sum paid, the rents were 
increased again and again. There had 
been considerable agitation on the subject 
because the Crown not only exacted the 
full value of the enclosures, but a higher 
value than was paid by the farmers for 
the closed land below the ancient limit 
of cultivation. Mr. Sowray mentioned 
to the Welsh Land Commission a 
farm of 160 acres, sublet by the Crown 
at only 9s. 4d. per acre, though £302. 19s. 
had been spent upon it in repairs and 
improvements. When he tried to get the 
total rental of this Crown property, he 
was told that the information he wanted 
involved a tremendous inquiry of several 
days, and the department had put him 
off twice without the information solely 
that he might not be armed with it when 
he raised the question. [‘“ Hear, hear !”] 
He would take four cases for the pur- 
pose of showing how these small Crown 
tenants were treated. Robert Williams, 
who held 1} acres, had had 18s. a year 
rent demanded from him, although no 
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charge whatever had been made in re- 
spect of the holding until it was enclosed. 
Therefore the moment this small tenant 
enclosed he was charged a rent of 12s. 
per acre. In the case of David Thomas, 
who held 2 roods and 38 perches of the 
land,he was charged 17s. 6d.a year rent in 
respect of the holding, or at the rate of 
23s. per acre. Owen Evans, who held 
2 acres 4 perches, had had £3 demanded 
from him as yearly rent, being at the 
rate of 30s. per acre, whilst Hugh Jones, 
who had half an acre, had £1 a year 
demanded from him, being at the rate 
of £2 per acre per annum. These were 
only four specimen cases out of 131. It 
was monstrous that the last farthing 
should be exacted from these small 
tenants. Let the Committee compare 
the conduct of the Department as re- 
garded these small tenants with the way 
they dealt with the great landlords. 
Lord Penryn purchased the Crown rights 
in 6,129 acres of Crown property, and 
he was only called upon to pay £1,789, 
or about 5s. 8d. per acre for all the 
Crown rights in the land, whereas the De- 
partment charged the small tenants from 
£1. 10s. to £2 an acre annual rent. 
He had told these tenants that it 
would be unreasonable for them to 
expect the Crown to sell if it would 
hamper the development of the quarries. 
These men were themselves quarrymen, 
they had no desire to hamper the 
development, and they said that they 
would be willing to have inserted in the 
purchase-deed a clause to give the Crown 
a right to repurchase at the same price 
which they were buying at, without 
compensation for improvements. That 
was an offer which the Crown ought 
to have accepted. The policy of the 
Unionist Party in Wales had been 
announced as one of enabling small 
tenants to become owners; but here 
was a case in which the Crown and the 
Government were themselves the land- 
lords, and where the tenants came to 
them anxious to buy these small holdings 
and willing to pay the purchase-money 
down, and to buy subject to the right of 
repurchase by the Crown, at present 
prices and without compensation for im- 
provements, and yet the Crown refused to 
sell. He had been endeavouring, for some 
days, to extract from the Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury), certain statis- 
tics, and the reason given why the 
figures had not been furnished, was, 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 
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in his opinion, a mere subterfuge, 
Further, the person who was called upon 
to re-sell, in order to enable a quarry to 
be developed, would have no public sup- 
port whatever if he tried to raise an out- 
ery against such a re-purchase. yer of 
“Divide.”| This was a matter of import- 
ance. [‘ Hear, hear!”] He was quite 
willing to move to report progress, and 
continue to-morrow. It was the fault of 
the Government having insisted on sus- 
pending the 12 o’clock rule that he was 
now obliged to speak on the subject at 
that late hour, but since they had to deal 
with the matter then, the business must 
be discharged and not rushed. The 
entire public opinion of that neighbour- 
hood was entirely in favour of developing 
the quarries. The Parish or District 
Council, who would do anything to 
retard the development of a quarry, 
would be exceedingly unpopular. The 
objection he made was that they had 
sold to Lord Penrhyn, at 5s. 8d. an acre, 
the Crown rights, subject to the com- 
mons rights, but in the case of these en- 
closures made by poor people, they asked 
20s. to 40s. annual rent for the Crown 
sights, refused to sell, and had confiscated 
the commons rights. He wished to 
know, further, how the local officials of 
the Woods and Forests were paid ; were 
they paid fixed sums, or commissions on 
the money they exacted from these 
tenants? As far as he could see, the 
Estimates were confined exclusively to 
the salaries in the Woods and Forests 
Office, in Whitehall Place ; but they had 
a large number of agents, sub-agents, and 


surveyors, in Wales, who supplied 
the head office with information. 
He should like to know whether 


or not it was made a matter of 
profit to them to confiscate these holdings. 
He hoped the hon. Gentleman would be 
able to give him a clear answer, so that 
he should not need to move the Motion 
of which he had given notice. 

*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydfil) said, it was now many years 
since he endeavoured to open an industry 
in Wales, and the Woods and Forests 
Department had not acted fairly and 
justly to those who had embarked their 
capital in it. In 1888 gold was dis- 
covered in Wales, and the landlords in 
the locality, for reasons best known to 
themselves, applied to the Crown for 
licences to mine. The Crown sent them 
the usual form of mining lease. These 
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leases contained the usual working con- 
ditions, but the landlords did not care 
about the working conditions, and sent 
back their leases with the working con- 
ditions cut out of them. Leases were 
granted of land of great value, without 
any consideration whatever except a 
nominal sum of £1 a year. The result 
was that a large area of land was un- 
workable. The whole of these mining 
leases were granted for the sole purpose 
of mining, but the landlords refused 
miners work, and thereby deprived 
people of work on the land of the State. 
He contended that this was a state of 
affairs which ought not to exist, and 
that the Government should take some 
steps, and should either compel these 
landlords to carry on mining operations 
or surrender their leases, and then grant 
new leases to persons who would mine. 
It might be said that these mines were 
of no value, but large sums had been 
paid on royalties, and this would soon 
be largely increased—so that an amount 
would be forthcoming which would be 
some assistance even to a rich body like 
the Treasury. He complained also of 
the inequality of the royalties. The 
Crown granted leases to landowners at 
1-30th royalty, but refused to grant 
leases to miners of Crown land under 
1-15th. The only excuse was that the 
landowners must injure their land by 
digging a hole in it, and— 

“ Ergo, we give them more favourable terms 
than we do to the miners.”’ 


He did not think the Committee would 
be of opinion that their industry was 
properly administered when in one mine 
1 per cent. was charged, in another 
5 per cent., in’ another 31, and in 
another 62, per cent. This was not 
a charge upon the profits of the mine but 
upon the product ; and it must be re- 
membered that gold-mining was not like 
working a colliery. Gold miners had to 
carry on a metallurgical business, and 
had to spend large sums of money on the 
machinery. On one property alone 
£60,000 had been spent on machinery. 
There were now some 12 or 13 mines at 
work, and he said, without fear of contra- 
diction, that if Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would send down capable men, 
they would find some 40 or 50 square 
miles of auriferous country which, if 
properly worked, would give employment 
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to 10,000 or 20,000 men. He con- 
tended, as he always had contended, that 
every encouragement should be given to 
this industry. Did they charge royalties 
in the Australian Colonies? No, not a 
penny. They paid handsome bounties 
to men who opened up the country, and 
sometimes allowed them £1 or £2 a foot 
for sinking shafts, in the hope that they 
would give employment to men and en- 
rich the country. Suppose, for the sake 
of argument, 30 per cent. gross profit 
was made on a mine. That was a very 
handsome turnover; but how did the 
sum work out? Suppose £500 were 
spent weekly, as was being done in one 
mine, and suppose £650 worth of gold 
were got out, the annual profit would be 
£7,500. Suppose that from that were 
deducted 10 per cent. of the amount em- 
barked in the undertaking—because 
machinery only had 10 years of life—and 
£5,000 were put by to a reserve fund, 
There would be a net profit of £2,500, 
of which £1,166 would go in Crown 
Royalties, and £1,334 to the miners, the 
Crown getting nearly 50 per cent. Or 
supposing the profit only 10 per cent., it 
would work out that the Crown received 
two-thirds and the miners one-third. 
Leases existing should be surrendered, 
or they should be worked. Without 
arguing the question whether royalties 
should be paid on proceeds or profits, he 
impressed on the Government the neces- 
sity of uniformity of royalties in Wales. 
If 1 per cent. was enough for one mine, 
then it should be enough for another. 
Work could not be successfully carried 
on under royalties fixed for a very short 
period. As well expect a man to accept 
a building lease for three years, the rent 
then to be raised according to his cir- 
cumstances, as to say to a man who 
leased land for mining— 


“We reduce your royalties for a year or two, 
and then if you come across a prize we shall 
take it from you.” 


This was not the way to encourage the 
mining industry ; this was not the way 
Australian gold-fields were opened up. 
The royalties should in all cases be fixed 
on some uniform principle, and as low as 
possible. Far better was it for the 
Government to get 1 per cent. or some- 
thing, than to demand 3 per cent. and 
get nothing. He trusted that the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, who had been 





good enough to grant him an interview 
’ 
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and had listened to him, he hoped not 
without sympathy, would see the reason- 
ableness of the request for uniformity of 
royalties and fixity of tenure. Let the 
Government say, “ We will charge you 
1 per cent. all round, good, bad and in- 
different.” It was a well-known fact 
that the average cost of a gold-field 
exceeded the value of the gold there. 
As it was with people on a race course, 
the losers were mzny, while one man 
returned with his pocket full, so it was 
with metalliferous mines a most specula- 
tive business. With the concessions he 
had mentioned, work might go on in 
Wales this autumn, and by winter many 
men would be at work underground. 
*Mr. HANBURY answered first the 
question and speech of the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon, assuring him that there 
was no desire on the part of the Depart- 
ment to keep back information, and 
promising that he would do his best to 
give him the information he sought, and 
that at the earliest he could obtain it. 
He could not agree with the hon. Mem- 
ber in his use of the word “ inclosures.” 
The right expression for what had taken 
place, was enroachment without legal 
authority upon the actual freeholds of 
the Crown. For a considerable period 
the squatters upon these freeholds were 
allowed to hold the land upon pay- 
ment of mere nominal sums. Then leases 
for 21 years were granted to them. [Mr. 
Bryn Roperts: “The Department is 
pressing the leases upon them.” A certain 
number of them had accepted the leases 
at nominal rents for seven years, and 
then at increased rents for the ensuing 
periods of seven years. These were im- 
proving leases, such as were ordinarily 
granted when waste lands were occupied 
in this way. The chief complaint of the 
hon. Member had reference to the refusal 
of the Woods and Forests to sell these 
particular lands to the persons who had 
settled upon them. If the circumstances 
of the district were different from what 
they were, there might be something in 
the complaint. But what was this dis- 
trict? It was one in which quarrying 
was the principal industry, and the 


sell these small plots was, that as the 
quarrying increased the surface land 
might all be wanted for way-leaves and 
tipping purposes. If the Crown were 
to sell there would be two ways of selling. 


Mr. Pritchard Morgan. 
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It might sell outright without any limi- 
tation or reservation as to buying back. 
But when land was acquired like that, 
the prices asked for way-leaves and 
enroachments were exorbitant. He found 
from the evidence given before the 
Welsh Land Commission, that an en- 
croachment sold by the Crown at £4 per 
acre had to be bought back at £1,200 
an acre. Another parcel of land required 
for tramways was sold for £20, and had 
now to be bought back for £330. 
Another parcel, sold for £5, was bought 
back by a private individual for £500. 
Therefore, it would be foolish to sell out- 
right; and this reservation must be 
imposed—that if the Crown required the 
land for way-leaves or other such pur- 
poses, they should be able to buy it back 
at the price they sold it for. It was to 
provide against hardship to the indivi- 
dual purchaser, that the Crown refused 
to sell without reservation. _ 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said that 
the total income derived by the Crown 
from Wales was £16,940. Of that sum, 
only £820 was spent directly in Wales 
on the Crown property there, or about 
5} per cent. He thought these two 
principles could be laid down with refer- 
ence to this matter. First of all, the 
Crown property must be regarded in 
these days as a trust, and the money 
derived from it should be devoted to the 
material commercial development of the 
country. In the second place, generally 
speaking, they could lay it down as an 
axiom that the money derived from 
Wales should be, as far as possible, for 
the benefit of the Principality generally. 
He should like to acknowledge personally 
the courtesy he had received in his 
negotiations with regard to certain 
matters with the President Commissioner 
of Woods and Forests. That Gentle- 
man had shown a desire to investigate 
all grievances in Wales, and he was sure, 
if he had an opportunity of learning 
their grievances more fully, he would be 
glad to give his personal attention and 
sympathy to the matter. He was afraid 
the Department thought itself entitled 


|to make as much money as possible for 
reason why the Crown was unwilling to| 


itself, and this he felt convinced in- 
flicted a hardship upon small tenants and 
in many other respects. He hoped the 
Secretary to the Treasury would go into 
this matter fully, and, after acquainting 
himself with the facts of the case, would 
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be able to give his hon. Friend a more 
favourable answer. 

*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS was sorry 
that the hon. Gentleman had held out no 
hopes of redress for the matters he had 
brought before him, and expressed his 
intention of moving the reduction of 
which he had given notice. The rights 
of the Crown were simply manorial 
rights in a common. The Lord of the 
Manor was the freeholder of the common 
exactly in the same way as the Crown 
was of these mountains. The legal 
ownership was in the Crown, subject to 
the rights of the commoners, which were 
fifteen-sixteenths of the total value of 
the fee simple. When he said that these 
were encroachments by squatters on the 
freehold of the Crown, the right hon. 
Gentleman was asking the House to be- 
lieve that there had been something 
equivalent to a gipsy encampment made 
in a field belonging to a farmer, and that 
the conduct of the gipsies towards the 
farmer was the same as to that of these 
people to the Crown. But the Crown 


rights in these commons were simply the 
nominal ownership of the soil, subject to 


the commoners’ rights of pasturage, 
which amounted to 15-16ths of the fee 
simple value. The commoners’ rights 
had vested in the squatters by possession. 
The Crown did not restrict its claim to 
the 1-15th or the 1-18th, but claimed the 
15-15ths, in fact it claimed the entire 
value, confiscating the common rights as 
well as the added value made by the 
encroacher. His complaint was not ex- 
clusively directed to the refusal of the 
Crown to buy. His suggestion was that 
the Crown should sell, but he was not 
wedded to the proposal. He thought, 
however, it would be the best way out of 
a constantly-recurring difficulty. The 
right hon. Gentleman had not dealt with 
the cases he put ; he had not, for instance, 
dealt with the case of the charge of 40s. 
per acre for land which was not worth 
6d. per acre. The men in question were 
not the leaseholders, but the Crown were 
now trying to force 21 years’ leases upon 
them. The men had declined to 
accept the leases. But even in the 
leases offered, the Crown inserted a 
clause giving the right of pre-emption. 
In all the debates the House had had on 
Ireland nothing had ever been shown in 
the way of a misuse of territorial power 
by the landlords to equal the action of 
the Commissioners of Woods and Forests. 


{26 Avaust 1895} 





Supply. 874 


He should therefore move that the 
salary of the Commissioners be reduced 
by £100. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that a 
very large amount of arrears was still 
due to the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests in Ireland by the landlords. 

THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
the hon. Member that, when a motion 
for a reduction is made in respect to a 
particular matter, the debate must be 
confined to that particular matter. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said it was 
in respect to the duties the Commis- 
sioners discharged for the unreduced 
portion of their salaries that he desired 
to speak. 

THe CHAIRMAN: The custom 
always has been that, when a motion is 
made inrespect to any particular subject, 
the Debate is confined to that particular 
subject. Of course, when the discussion 
on the Motion has come to an end, the 
hon. Member can bring on the question 
he desires to deal with. 

*Mr. HANBURY said he was quite 
willing to give an assurance on the 
further point of the question of the 
rents apart from the leases; he would 
look into the matter, and, if he found the 
rents were entirely too high, he would 
communicate with the Commissioners 
for the purpose of getting the whole 
practice placed on a fair basis. 

*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman 
would uudertake that the rents should 
be based on the real value of the Crown 
rights alone, without charging anything 
in respect of the commoners’ rights or the 
value of the improvements, and intimated 
that he should press his Amendment to a 
Division if such assurance were not 
given. 

Question put, 

“ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100 
in respect of the Salary of the Chief Commis- 
sioner.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 38 ; 
Noes, 145.—(Division List No. 22.) 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he wished 
to impress upon the Treasury the impor- 
tance of looking after the office in Dublin. 
It might be made a source of revenue to 
the Crown. The Marquess of Ormonde 
sold his estate to the Crown, and for a 
long time the Land Commissioners 
refused to fix the value of the reversion- 
ary interests of the Crown in the estate. 
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Under the Lands Purchase Acts estates 
had been sold by the Crown, and an 
examination of the titles to those 
estates would probably show a large 
amount of quit rents due to the Crown. 
On the estates of London Companies 
there probably were reversions to 
the Crown, and the values had been 
paid to. the Companies without any 
deductions. The office in Dublin is 
worked with a staff costing £210 a 
year, under two gentlemen from West- 
minster, who knew nothing of Irish 
records. It might be doubted whether 
the muniments were properly protected. 
Quit rents, which might be made a 
source of revenue to the Crown, were 
neglected. He wished that a return 
could be presented showing the present 
arrears of quit rents. It was said that 
many years’ arrears were due from Mr. 
Ponsonby, who was himself engaged in 
evicting tenants who do not pay their rent 
to him. A Return should be presented 
of the arrears due to the Crown from 
members of the landlord class in Ireland. 
They exercised enormous pressure on the 
House of Lords. Lord Morris recently 
brought in a Bill intended to help them. 


He (Mr. Healy) appealed to the land- 
lords in the present Government not to 
allow this pressure to be put upon them. 
If the landlord’s arrears to the Crown 
were to be got rid of, the tenant’s arrears 
should be got rid of too. The Return 
would show how much of arrears was due 


to stress of weather or not. He did not 
see why Marquesses, Viscounts, and other 
noble Lords should be forgiven their 
arrears when they mercilessly exacted 
rack rents from their tenants. These 
gentry were always boasting about their 
loyalty to the Crown and their devotion 
to the Sovereign. A return would 
show what it was like. The site of Her 
Majesty’s Theatre in the Haymarket had 
long been left derelict owing to the 
action of Lord Clanricarde. He would 
be glad to know what was the present 
state of affairs between Lord Clanricarde 
and the Crown with regard to this site, 
and what had been the cause of delay in 
utilising it? 

*Mr. LEWIS wished again to raise a 
question which had already been raised 
by himself and the hon. Member for 
West Denbigh. Between 1847 and 
1888 the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests had sold remote properties in 
Wales to the value of £151,000. They 


Mr, T. M. Healy, 
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had invested £1,800 of this in Wales, 
and had bought £40,000 worth of Crown 
property. Would the Secretary to the 
Treasury take steps to have the balance 
of £110,000 invested in Wales? He 
would suggest a way by which this 
could be most profitably done. Last 
year one of the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests went down to Wales 
and made inquiries to ascertain whether 
it would be possible to afforest Crown 
lands in Wales. He believed these in- 
quiries were still in progress. Experi- 
mental plantations had been made. He 
hoped this policy of afforestment would 
be steadily pursued, and the hills of 
Wales which had been stripped to pro- 
vide timber for the Navy would once 
again be timbered to the advantage of 
the country. The evidence taken before 
the Welsh Land Commission showed 
that the great landlords in Wales were 
treated by the Woods and Forests 
Department with the utmost leniency 
and consideration, and he should like to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to take 
measures which would provide that the 
Department, which exacted the last 
farthing from the smaller tenants, should 
also require the great landlords to pay 
up every penny in which they were 
indebted to the Crown in respect of 
the lands that they held from it. 

Dr. CLARK said, that the Report of 
the Royal Commission showed that the 
Crown held large estates in Caithness 
which were now held among some dozen 
farmers. The evidence taken before that 
Royal Commission pointed to the fact 
that those Crown estates were very 
badly used. He wished to know why 
that land should not be scheduled as 
land fit for the creation of new holdings! 

Mr. FLYNN pointed out that in the 
case of the Crown lands in Ireland 
which were in the hands of the large 
landowners, there‘ were considerable 
arrears due to the Crown. He asked 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
give the fullest explanation in his 
power, and, if he had not the necessary 
information, that he should make further 
inquiry. 

Dr. TANNER said that he desired 
to invite the consideration of the Govern- 
ment to a matter which had attracted 
the attention of one of the papers as 
lately as yesterday—namely, the question 
of foreshores between high water and 
low-water mark. 











pA 
hr 


oM Zoe @® 


@ @ 


Lead ee OS be ct 


ae“ See ee OOD OOS ONS Uc Ut le heh 


_ 


=a Ee SS ee 








877 Supply. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I beg to move that the Question 
be now put. eee 

Tue CHAIRMAN having put the 
Question, 

*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN, 
speaking from his seat with his hat 
on, asked, as a point of order, whether, 
when an hon. Member brought forward 
a subject on an Estimate and had been 
promised by a responsible Minister of 
the Crown an answer to the statement 
which he had made, it was within the 
province of the Leader of the House to 
use the closure without paying any 
regard to that promise. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: That is not a 

int of order. 

*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN : It is 
a point of honour. [Cheers,and cries of 
“ Order ! ”] 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142 ; 
Noes, 34.—(Division List, No. 23.) 
The Committee divided. 


Only three Tellers appeared at the 
Table, Dr. Tanner, who had been named 
one of the Tellers for the Noes, being 
absent. 


After waiting for a few seconds, 

THoECHAIRMAN directed the Tellers 
to announce the result of the Division. 

Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 32.—(Division List, 
No. 24.) 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER rose to a point 
of order. Was it not usual for the four 
Tellers named for a Division to be pre- 
sent when numbers were announced? 

THE CHAIRMAN: It is usual, and 
this is the first instance within my ex- 
perience when four Tellers have not been 
present when the result has been an 
nounced, 


On the Vote of £28,926, to complete 
the sum for the Department of Com- 
missioners of Works and _ Public 
Buildings, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he was not 
disposed to object to the Government 
taking this and the next Vote, but he 
thought that they might be called, and 
report progress. 

Toe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY hoped the two remaining English 
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Votes in Olass II. might be taken before 
progress was reported, and also two 
Scotch Votes—those, namely, for the 
Lunacy Commission and the Registrar 
General of Documents. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, the hon. 
Member for Ross and Cromartie, who 
was suffering from illness, had asked 
him to prevent any Scotch Votes from 
being taken if he could possibly do so. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.) 
rose to submit a point of Order. The 
hon. Member for Mid Cork, whom he 
now saw in his place, having been 
nominated a Teller in the last Divi- 
sion 

THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 
That incident has passed. 

Dr. TANNER hoped he might be 
allowed to explain. His absence was 
due to an inadvertence. He had gone 
to the Library for a book, and, unfor- 
tunately, there was some delay, during 
which he lost sight of the time, with the 
result that he was too late to accompany 
the other Tellers. 

Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
wished to hear from the First Commis- 
sioner of Works. what were the regula- 
tions applying to amateur photographers 
in the Royal parks? 

Toe CHAIRMAN ssaid, that the 
proper place to raise the question was on 
the Vote for Royal parks, which;:had 
already been up. 

Mr. FLYNN wished to ask a question 
with reference to the new smoking room 
and dining room in the House. 

Toe CHAIRMAN ruled that struc- 
tural alterations in the House and 
changes in connection therewith arose 
more properly on Class I. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked where the 
rules referred to by his hon. Friend, the 
Member for South Leitrim, might be 
seen ? 

*THeE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Axers-Dovatas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) said, that he would 
give every information in his power. 

Dr. TANNER was referring to some 
question in connection with Hyde Park 
Corner, when— 

Tue CHAIRMAN ruled that it did 
not arise on this Vote. 

Dr. TANNER said, that he should 
then refer to the Inspector of Ancient 
Monuments. 
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Tue CHAIRMAN there is nothing 
on this Vote for him. 

Dr. TANNER asked for an explana- 
tion as to the furniture assistants and 
temporary assistants who appeared on 
the Estimate. 

*Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS replied, 
that the Inspector of Ancient Monu- 
ments was General Pitt-Rivers, who was 
appointed some years ago. The hon. 
Member had asked why the salary of 
this gentleman did not appear on the 
Votes. General Pitt-Rivers, being dis- 
satisfied with the provisions of the Act, 
preferred not to draw his salary, although 
he (Mr. Akers-Douglas) was bound to say 
that he did visit the monuments. With 
regard to the furniture assistants, the 
increase of the Vote of this year was 
simply caused by the annual increments 
of salary. With regard to the item for 
temporary assistance in the office in 
China, there was a surveyor who looked 
after the diplomatic buildings in that 
part of the world, and that was the 
amount he received for temporary 
assistance. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY inquired whether 
there wasin England, as in Ireland, in 
connection with this Office of Ancient 
Monuments, the same facility for the 
inspection of them ? 

*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS promised 
to obtain information on the subject. 

Vote agreed to, as also were the 
following :— 

£14,000, to complete the 
Secret Service. 

£3,147, to complete the 
Lunacy Commission, Scotland. 


sum for 
sum for 


£2,539, to complete the sum for 
Registrar General’s Office, Scotland. 


Resolutions to be reported this day ; 
Committee to sit again this day. 


SUPPLY, 23xrn AUGUST. 
Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Crass IT. 
On the Resolution, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £16, be granted 


to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course 


{COMMONS} 





[23rd August. | 880 


of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1896, for meeting the 
Deficiency of Income from Fees, &c., for the 
requirements of the Board of Trade, under the 
Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890, and ‘The 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890,’ ’’ 


Mr. KIMBER said, that the two 
largest items in the Vote were £9,000 
and £11,500. The former was for 
assistants in the Bankruptcy Depart- 
ment, and the latter for the Winding-up 
Department. One hundred and thirty- 
seven clerks, besides messengers, porters 
and others, were employed, but the par- 
ticulars as to the appointment of those 
persons had never been brought under 
the cognisance of the House. The Bank- 
ruptcy Department of the Board of 
Trade had now been in_ existence 
12 years, and the Winding-up Depart- 
ment five years. He admitted that 
when the State took up a new business 
it was necessary to allow great latitude, 
but he thought the time had arrived 
when particulars ought to be given, not 
only as to the duties, but as to the quali- 
fications of the persons employed. He 
therefore asked that in the next Esti- 
mates such particulars should be given. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rirenie, Croy- 
don) said, he had to express his surprise 
that the hon. Member should have 
brought forward this matter to-night. 
He gave a very full answer to a question 
by the hon. Member on the subject, and 
the Secretary to the Treasury also 
replied to a similar question, and, taking 
both together, the reply might have 
reasonably satisfied the hon. Gentleman. 
He undertook himself to see, before next 
year, whether any reduction could be 
made in the number of clerks. They 
had been appointed by an arrangement 
with the Treasury. It was impossible to 
say how business would develop, and 
therefore to say the number of clerks that 
would be required, so that time was re- 
quired to see how things would turn out. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Other Resolutions agreed to. 


Whereupon, Mr. Speaker, in pursu- 
ance of the Order of the House of the 
19th August, adjourned the House with- 
out question put. 


House adjourned at a Quarter 
after Two o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 27th August 1895. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. | 


QUEEN’S SPEECH. 

THE COMPTROLLER oF THE 
HOUSEHOLD (Lord Arrnur Hitt, 
Down, W.) reported Her Majesty’s 
Answer to the Address, as followeth :— 

“T have received with great satisfaction the 
loyal and dutiful expression of your Thanks for 


the* Speech with which I have opened the 
present Session of Parliament.”’ 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM 
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1869-70 to 1874-5, and from 1879-80 to 1884-5, 
all inclusive, together with the duty charged 
under Income Tax and House Duty respectively 
in 1894-5 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 39, of Session 1892) : 


“ And, of the like information for Ireland in 
each Surveyor’s district so far as relates to 
Income Tax.” —(Mr. Thomas Ellis.) 


RAILWAYS (TIMES OF TRAINS). 
Return ordered, 


“For the months of June, July and August, 
1895, from the Great Western, South Eastern, 
London, Chatham and Dover, London, Brighton 
and South Coast, and London and South 
Western Railway Companies, showing the 
arrival at London stations of all passenger 
trains from a distance of not less than 50 miles 
from starting point, as shown in the published 
time tables of the Company, in the form set 
out below : 


“The Return to be compiled from the Guards’ 
Reports or Journals; and London stations to 





(ATTENDANTS AND MESSENGERS). 
Return [presented 15th August] to 
be printed. [No. 433.] 


LUNATIC ASYLUMS. 

Return presented, — relative thereto 
[Address 25th April, 1895 ; Dr. Kenny] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 434.] 


TUBERCULOSIS. 
Return presented, — relative thereto 


(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper | 


No. 485, of Session 1893-4) [ordered 7th 
February, 1895; Jr. Knowles]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 435.] 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented of Parts ITT. (Muni- 
cipal Borough Accounts, &ec.); IV. 
(Accounts of Metropolitan Vestries and 
District Boards, &e.); V. (Accounts of 
Commissioners of Sewers, &c.); VI. 
(Accounts of Highway Authorities in 
Rural Districts and Turnpike Trustees) ; 
and VIT. (Summary) [by Act]: to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 436.] 


INCOME TAX. 
Returned ordered, 


“Of the Income Tax under Schedules A, B, 
and D of the gross amount of Property and 
Profits assessed in each county of Great Britain 
meach of the years from 1889-90 to 1894-5, 
both inclusive, compared with the totals in 
Abstract for each of the respective years from 


VOL. XXXVI. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 


| mean, for the Great Western, Paddington ; for 
| the Chatham and Dover, Victoria, St. Paul’s, 
|and Holborn Viaduct; for the South Eastern, 
|Cannon Street and Charing Cross; for the 
| London, Brighton and South Coast, London 
| Bridge and Victoria; and for the South 
| Western, Waterloo :— 


er 


Total numl 
of Trains. 


| 





j 
| 
| 


| 
| 


over 
30 minutes | 
late 


Percentage | 








Percentage 
between 
20 and 30 

| minutes late. 





| 
| 
| 


between 
10 and 20 
minutes late. 


Percentage | Percentage 


between 
6 and 10 


minutes late. 





Percentage 
to time and 
5 minutes 
late 








(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
210, of Session 1895).’’—(Mr. Houston.) 
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NAVY (SEA-GOING WAR SHIPS, &c.). 
Return ordered, 


“Of Sea-going War Ships in Commission, in 
Reserve, and building, and showing the Naval 
expenditure, revenue, tonnage of Mercantile 
Marine, and value of sea-borne commerce of 


Limerick 


{COMMONS} 


Post Office. 884 


different occasions have these men 
respectively been so treated; whether 
he is aware that, in respect of the senior 


| of these men, it is alleged that a compact 


was entered into, in consequence of 


| which he was induced to continue his 
: Si sa ; | services to the Crown on the occasion of 
5 And, showing Naval expenditure on Sea- ‘the transfer of the telegraphs to the 
going force, the value of sea-borne commerce | Stat d that thi io i } 
(exclusive of interchange with the United | ©, an at this man in we early 
Kingdom), and the revenue of British self-|days of the Service, at a difficult time, 
governing colonies for the year 1894 (in con-| rendered efficient service to the Depart- 


various countries for the year 1894: 


tinuation of Parliamentary Papers, No. 396, of 
Session 1890-91, and of No. 372, of Session 1893, 
and of No. 299, of Session 1894).’’— (Sir Charles 
Ditke) 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT (SENTENCES). 
Address for— 


‘* Return of all Sentences of Corporal Punish- 
ment inflicted under the 26th and 27th Vic., 
c. 44, upon persons convicted of offences against 
Section 43 of The Larceny Act, 1861, and 
Section 21 of the Offences against the Person 
Act, 1861, in England and Wales, from the 
27th day of February, 1894, in form set out 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
114, of Session 1894).”’—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


INSPECTORS OF MEAT. 
Address for— 


‘* Return showing (1) the number of officials 
employed as Meat Inspectors in London, Liver- 
pool, Manchester, Birmingham, Bolton, Birken- 
head, Bradford, Blackpool, Hull, Nottingham, 
Derby, Portsmouth, Glasgow, Edinburgh, Dun- 


ment as a capable telegraphist, and that 


‘he holds an unblemished character ; and 


that, as regards the other two, these 
men have at all times duly performed 
| the duties which they have been called 
upon to perform ; and, whether he will 
state what steps will be taken to safe 
| guard in the future the interests of these 
|men ? 

| Tue SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
/SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston): 
| These three officers have been superseded 
jon several occasions because they were 
|not fit for promotion. No compact was 


entered into with the senior of these 
men in consequence of which he was 
induced to continue his services to the 
/Crown on the acquisition of the tele- 


| graphs by the State. 


LIMERICK POST OFFICE. 





dee, Paisley, Perth and Greenock ; (2) date of | Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg 
their appointment ; (3) qualifications for appoint- | to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
ment ; (4) vocation prior to receiving appoint- representing the Postmaster General, if 


ment; and (5) whether such officials act as 
Meat Inspectors only, or hold any office of 
emolument in a department other than that 
supervised by the Medical Officer of Health.”— 
(Mr, Field) 


QUESTIONS. 


BELFAST POST OFFICE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, with reference to the recent pro- 
motions in the Telegraph Department 
of the Belfast Post Office, will he 
explain why three members of that 
Department, with services of 29, 25, 
and 23 years respectively, have been 
superseded by juniors with service of 
under 11 years; and upon how many 


he is aware that there are a large 
jnumber of auxiliary sorting clerks em- 
ployed at the Limerick Post Office, all 
|of whom have spent between four and 
five years in the service of the Depart- 
|ment, during which period they have 
' given every satisfaction in the perform- 
-ance of their duties, but will be com- 
|pelled to relinquish their employment 
with the Post Office owing to their 
inability to qualify in the new programme 
of educational examination for sorting 
clerks’ appointments, which only became 
/necessary on the Ist of June 1895 ; and, 
|in consequence of their long absence of 
over six years from school and lengthened 
connection with the Department, will he 
prevail upon the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners to issue the old examination 
papers to those deserving officers when 
they are about being placed on the 
Establishment ? 











the 


sle- 
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*Mr. HANBURY: The case of the, returned duly executed, the Postmaster 
auxiliary sorters in question is now|General will give directions for the 
under the consideration of the Post|extension to be proceeded with as 
Office Committee of Inquiry, to whom | quickly as possible. 

they have appealed, and the hon. 
Member may rest satisfied that justice 
































will be done. GORTMORE PIER, COUNTY GALWAY. 

Mr. O'MALLEY : I beg to ask the 

‘ Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
RAW-GRAINED WHISKY. 











: BH j of Ireland, will he explain the cause of 
Mr. J. M‘KILLOP (Stirlingshire) : T| the delay in constructing a pier at 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Gortmore, near Cong, county of Galway, 
Exchequer, whether his attention has seeing that the Congested Districts 
been directed to the inferior quality of| Board have some five years ago voted a 
whisky sold in Scotland, known as TAW-| sum of money for such work, and that 
grained ; and, whether more stringent | on two or three occasions tenders were 
inspection could be made whereby whisky | invited for the erection of the proposed 
of a matured character should be sold, pier ! 
in the interests of the consuming|” Tye; CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
public. IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Ba.rovr, 
Tut CHANCELLOR or tHE EX-| Teds, Central): Tenders for this work 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEacu,| were called for in 1893 and 1894, but 


Bristol, W.): I am afraid the remedy} were not considered satisfactory. The 
suggested by the hon. Member of more | difficulty in obtaining a satisfactory 
stringent inspection would not be of| tender may have been largely due to 
any effect. The Revenue authorities| the remoteness of the locality, but, as 
have no power to exercise any super-|there is a bridge now in course of 
vision over the materials used by dis-| construction in the vicinity, the Con- 
tillers, or to prevent spirits being sold | gested Districts Board hope to receive 
under a certain age. This matter was/ 4 more favourable offer for the erection 


recently very carefully considered by a) of the pier and to carry on both works 
strong Committee in 1891, who reported conjointly. 


that it is not desirable to pass any com- 
pulsory law with regard to age. This 
cme the Committee, of course, ARMY FORAGE SUPPLY. 
applied to foreign spirits as well as to 7 , 1 . 
British spirits ; but I have some reason Cons y Scere a" — ae 
to think that the harm done by the sale (Combe, eee aay: dar igs 
of immature spirit is principally due to Under Secretary of State for War, 
tol, lag gan pe a rg, Aten Ae hether a certain percentage of forei 
cheap foreign spirit, and not to spirit | "7° - “A gn 
5 . 
distilled in Seotland, which, in the imported forage is supplied for the — 
opinion of the Revenue authorities, is, sogeen vgs eo 0 of ee ay : 
as a rule, of a good and improving Fontes; ane “enneney ae apy satis. 
quality. contracts Her Majesty’s Government 
: will still reduce the quantity supplied, 
and substitute home-produced forage 
LEENANE TELEGRAPH STATION, _ | therefor’ 
GALWAY. *THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
Mr. W. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne-|/STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
mara): I beg to ask the Secretary to|Surrey, Guildford): Forage is _con- 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- | tracted for according to standards of 
master General, as to the cause of the| quality without reference to sources of 
delay in establishing a telegraph station | supply, and it is not known what per- 
at Leenane, Connemara, Galway ? centage may be of foreign growth. I 
Mr. HANBURY : The legal formali-| may state, however, that in ordinary 
ties in this case have necessarily occupied | years the hay and straw has been mainly 
some time. The deeds are at present of home growth. With a view to 
in the hands of the guarantors for| encouraging local supply, arrangements 
signature, and, as soon as they are| have, in certain cases, been made for 
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purchasing forage locally, instead of 
from contractors. The extension of this 
system will be considered. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): How is the hon. Gentleman 
able to say that the hay and’ straw is 
home grown, since he has no means of 
ascertaining its origin? [Zaughter. | 
*Mr. BRODRICK: The Reports at 
our disposal point to the fact that a con- 
siderable amount of hay and straw is 
produced in this country. 


HANGING OF ENGLISH TRADER IN 
CONGO STATE. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
‘Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, what sort of trial was given to 
the English trader Stokes, lately hanged 
by the Belgians in Central Africa ; and, 
what are the charges against him ? 

*ToE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Grorce Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport): Her Majesty’s Government 
have not yet received any reply from the 
Belgian Government to their inquiries 
about the circumstances attending the 
execution of the British trader Stokes ; 
and I am not therefore in a position to 
give the hon. Member any authoritative 
information on the two points raised in 
his question. But Her Majesty’s 
Government regard the case as one of 
much importance, and are pressing for 
an early answer. 


POLICE PROTECTION HUTS 
COUNTY MONAGHAN. 

Mr. D. MACALEESE (Monaghan, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, how 
many police protection huts or stations 
exist in the county Monaghan ; and the 
respective dates upon which these huts 
or stations were established ; and the 
cost per annum of each hut or station ; 
and, in view of the almost total absence 
of crime, ordinary or agrarian, in the 
above-mentioned county, can he give the 
assurance that these huts or any of 
them shall soon be withdrawn ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
are two police protection posts in this 
county, one of which was established in 
March, 1887, and the other in May, 


Under Secretary of State for War, 
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1889. The annual cost of each of these 
posts is about £136, no portion of which, 
however, is charged to the county. The 
men employed at these posts are engaged 
in affording personal protection to care- 
takers, and cannot be withdrawn as long 
as such protection is considered neces- 
sary. Crime, both ordinary and 
agrarian, is undoubtedly low in 
Monaghan, but these two huts were 
erected for a specific purpose, namely, 
the personal protection of  care- 
takers, and until the necessity for such 
protection has passed away the huts 
must remain. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : Does that 
include the pay of policemen ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 
understand that that is so. 


RIFLE RANGE, COUNTY MONAGHAN. 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, if the 
negotiations for securing a rifle range at 
Rossmore Park, county Monaghan, have 
been broken off; and if so, would he 
consider the advisability of renewing 
them in the interest of the Military 
Service; is he aware that the proposed 
range at Rossmore possessed exceptional 
advantages in offering a ground on 
which practice could be continued in all 
weathers without those drawbacks 
which affect ranges on the seashore; 
also that there is a never-failing supply 
of good water on the range, and that the 
ground is peculiarly suited for the 
erection of huts or buildings to accom- 
modate troops; and, if he will give 
further consideration to this important 
matter before finally resolving to 
abandon the scheme ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: A site for a 
rifle range in Rossmore Park was 
offered to the military authorities in 
Treland last year; but, after careful 
examination of the ground, they did not 
consider that it offered such advantages 
as to render its acquisition desirable. 
The provision of a range is being 
considered. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
Was it on the ground of price ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir, it was 
not on the ground of price, but of the 
unsuitability of the rifle range. 
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H.M.S. “ JACKAL”? BOAT ACCIDENT. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and Cro- 
marty): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty, whether his attention has 
been called to the boat accident which 
occurred a few hundred yards off the 
shore at Dornoch on the 21st May, | 
whereby two of the crew of Her Majesty’s | 
Gunboat Jackal lost their _ lives ;| 
whether he is aware that on the morning 
of the 21st May the Jackal anchored 
off the Dornoch Rocks, and that the 
Captain, Doctor, Paymaster, and First 
Officer came on shore to play golf, this 
being the fourth day between 5th and 
21st May inclusive they had spent 
golfing on the Dornoch Links: whether 
he is aware that the accident took place 
whilst one of the ship’s small boats was 
on its way to convey the Captain to the 
Jackal at the close of the day; and, 
whether any compensation will be paid 
to the widow and relatives of the men 
who lost their lives ? 

*Tue SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. W. E. Macarrney, 
Antrim, §8.): An official report was 
received from Her Majesty’s ship Jackal 
relative to the capsizing of one 
of her boats off Dornoch on May 21st 
last, and the regrettable loss of two lives 
consequent thereon. The Jackal an- 
chored off the Dornoch Rocks on May 
2lst, and I believe that some of the 
officers landed during the afternoon for 
recreation. The accident took place 
whilst one of the ship’s gigs was on its 
way to the shore, to convey the Lieu- 
tenant commanding the Jackal on 
board his ship. One of the two men 
drowned left a widow and one child, 
and, in accordance with the Queen’s 
regulations and Admiralty instructions, 
the widow has been granted a pension of 
3s. 6d. a week, and an allowance of 
ls. 6d. a week for her child. The other 
man was not married, and appears not to 
have had any relatives dependent upon 
him, so that no gratuity has been paid. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked the 
cause of the capsizing of the boat. 

*“Mr. MACARTNEY replied, that it 
seemed to have been accidental and not 
due to any negligence. Full inquiry 
would be made into the circumstances. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked 
whether the sheet was fast, and whether 
the capsizing of sailing boats was not 
frequently due to making the sheet fast ? 
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*Mr. MACARTNEY said, that in the 
report that circumstance was not referred 
to, but if the hon. Member desired it, 
further inquiries would be made. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, seeing Her Majesty’s 
ship Reynard was stationed at Storno- 
way during the month of June, he will 
state why she only visited Loch Roag 
on 27th June last in response to com- 
plaints of illegal trawling, made by the 
fishermen of the Bernera district of the 
Island of Lewis, on the 8th and 9th of 
that month ? 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CuarLes Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): I am informed 
by the Fishery Board that during the 
month of June last complaints of illegal 
trawling in the North and West of 
Scotland were very numerous, and 
between 6th and 24th of June the Rey- 
nard visited, by special instructions, the 
following places—namely: Applecross, 
Glendale (twice), and Kyle of Durness, 
Sutherlandshire. The vessel proceeded 
to Loch Roag immediately on her return 
from Kyle of Durness, where she had 
been ordered to proceed on 17th June 
after she had returned from Glendale. 


BALLINTORE HARBOUR. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, seeing that the Scotch 
Fishery Board act entirely upon the 
reports of their own engineers, who were 
the constructors of the Ballintore Har- 
bour, which is now found to be in an 
unsatisfactory and dangerous condition, 
steps will be taken to procure the report 
of an independent engineer ? 

*Tue LORD ADVOCATE: The en- 
gineers for the Ballintore Harbour were 
selected by Local Trustees, and the 
design and estimate was decided on by 
them, and approved by the Fishery 
Board. These engineers were Messrs. 
Stevenson. They are also the advisers 
of the Fishery Board, who have full con- 
fidence in them, and it is not proposed 
to call in other advisers. I am informed 
by the Fishery Board that there is no 
evidence that the harbour is in a dan- 
gerous condition as a shelter for fishing 
boats and vessels, and that they now 
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consider the work as completed accord- | 
ing to design. If the trustees dispute | 
the fact, they should apply, according to 
the statute, to the Sheriff of the county | 
for a completion certificate. 
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compared with that expended in Eng- 
land, and the hon. Gentleman is no doubt 
aware that, whereas both England and 
Scotland elected that their respective 


Sessions, Tipperary. 


| shares of the Customs and Excise Duties 


|should be applied to the purposes of 


WESTERN HIGHLANDS AND ISLANDS | 
WORKS ACT. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate if he will state how much of | 
the grant made under the Western | 
Highlands and Islands Works <Act'| 
remains unexpended to date? 
*THE LORD ADVOCATE: The por- 
tion of the grant remaining unexpended | 
up to date is £9,083. 15s. 


technical education, Ireland elected to 
spend her share in other ways. The 


| question, as it affects Ireland, is, there- 


fore, rather one of funds, and I cannot 
undertake to introduce legislation on the 
subject in the next Session of Parliament 
without inquiring fully into the matter, 
as I shall do, during the Recess. 


ARMY PAY OFFICE, NAAS. 
Dr. KENNY (Dublin, College Green): 


_I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


RIVER SUCK DRAINAGE LOAN. 

Mr. L. P. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
8.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether during the Recess he 
will take into consideration the pro- 
priety of reducing the rate of interest 
charged on the River Suck Drainage 
Loan, in proportion to the reduced rate 
now paid for money by the Government 
as compared with that which existed | 
when the loan was made, and thereby | 
mitigate the heavy charge which it is | 
proposed to levy upon the occupiers of 
land on the improvement area of the’ 
river ? 

Mr. HANBURY: The tenants in 
question pay an annuity for 40 years, 
representing the increased value of their 
lands due to the drainage works. The 
rate of interest covered by this annuity | 
was fixed only five years ago by the | 
River Suck Drainage (Provision of | 
Funds) Act, 1890, at 34 per cent., and | 
I have no power to alter it. The hon. | 
Member is of course aware that the | 


for War, whether he will explain on what 
ground certain pensioners employed in 
the pay office at Naas have been deprived 
of their lodging allowance, and com- 
pelled to live in barrack, and..an appeal 
against this decision was refused to be 
forwarded; and if an inquiry will be 
held into the complaint of the pensioners 
in the matter ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : This was a purely 
local routine matter, and was settled in 
the station where it occurred. Inquiry 
shows that on two quarters in barracks 
becoming available two pensioner ser- 
geants were directed to occupy them, 
which made a saving on the local ex- 
penditure for lodging allowances. There 


/were appeals which were disposed of 


locally, which is the proper course in 
matters of this character. 


TEMPLEMORE PETTY SESSIONS, 
COUNTY TIPPERARY. 
Mr. J. F. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): 


tenants have been materially benefited | I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
by a free grant of £50,000 sanctioned | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
by the same Act. his attention has been called to a deci- 
sion of the Court of Petty Sessions at 

Templemore, County Tipperary, on 22nd 

TECHNICAL EDUCATION IN IRELAND.| August, committing Mr. Rody Gleeson, 
Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) :| an evicted tenant on the estate of Sir 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the| John C. Carden, to one month’s impri- 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | sonment for preventing Sir John Carden’s 
will bring in a Bill next Session to pro- steward effecting a sale at Templemore 
mote and endow technical education in| Fair of a number of sheep which had 
Ireland ? | been grazed on Mr. Gleeson’s evicted 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is| farm ; (2) whether he is aware that the 
true that the amount expended on tech- [steward admitted under cross-examina- 
nical instruction in Ireland is small | tion that Mr. Gleeson did not threaten 


Lord Advocate. | 
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him or attempt any violence, and that 
his interference was limited to remark- 
ing to the bystanders that these sheep 
ought to be good, they were grazed on 
his evicted farm; (3) whether he is 
aware that the steward’s evidence in 
this respect was corroborated by other 
witnesses ; and (t) whether under these 
circumstances he will institute an im- 
mediate inquiry into the legality of the 
magisterial decision ? 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
prosecution referred to in the Question 
was an application to the magistrates to 
exercise the powers conferred upon them 
by their Commission, as well as by a 
Statute of Edward III., to require 
Gleeson to give sureties to keep the 
peace and to be of good behaviour. 
The steward admitted that Gleeson had 
not threatened him personally, but that 
by his action on the occasion he pre- 
vented the sale of the sheep, and that 
if it had not been for Gleeson’s action 
he would have sold the sheep. On cross- 
examination he swore that Gleeson re- 
mained beside the sheep for three hours, 
and that during that time he spoke to 


each intending buyer, using words to the 
effect stated in the Question, and followed 
each intending buyer till he went away. 
The evidence of the steward that Gleeson, 
by his conduct, had prevented the sale 
of the sheep, was corroborated by other 


witnesses. The magistrates unani- 
mously made an order calling upon the 
defendant to give sureties to keep the 
peace and to be of good behaviour ; but 
this he has declined to do, and has 
elected to go to prison fora month. With 
regard to the concluding paragraph, 
there seems no doubt whatever about 
the legality of the magistrates’ decision, 
but if the defendant is so advised he 
can apply to the Queen’s Bench Division 
to review this decision. 


*Mr. FLYNN asked whether a Statute 
of Edward III. had not been revived 
for the purposes of these proceedings, or 
whether he was to understand that the 
overt act committed was that he said 
these sheep were fed on his land, 
and under these circumstances the man 
had been sent to prison ? 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
Statute referred to had never been abro- 
gated, and was constantly used by his 
predecessor. 
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*Mr. FLYNN repeated his question as 
to the overt act, and asked whether the 
steward did not admit that the man 
used no violence or intimidation ? 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
was no violence, but, as I have shown, 
there was a clear act of boycotting. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 
8.) asked whether this unfortunate 
tenant would be afforded means to carry 
his case to the Court of Queen’s Bench ? 


COLONIAL LITERATURE FOR THE 
BRITISH MUSEUM. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, having 
reference to the donations of Colonial 
literature recorded at page 26 of the last 
Annual Report of the Keeper of Printed 
Books in the British Museum, he is 
aware that the large and valuable collec- 
tion of Colonial publications in the 
Library of the Museum is much in need 
of classification; and whether, with a 
view to facilitating the work of the 
large and increasing number of readers 
engaged in the study of Colonial subjects, 
he will suggest to the governing autho- 
rities the advisability of compiling a 
complete sectional catalogue of the books, 
periodicals, and publications relating to 
the British Colonies and Dependencies ? 

Mr. HANBURY : I understand that 
Colonial books and periodicals are 
treated exactly like home publications, 
and that Colonial official documents are 
systematically arranged, and can be pro- 
duced on application to the superinten- 
dent of the reading-room, even if they 
have not actually been entered in the 
catalogue. The compilation of a com- 
plete sectional catalogue as suggested 
would at present seriously interrupt still 
more pressing work, but the proposal 
will be considered along with others as 
soon as the printing of the general cata- 
logue is completed, which will probably 
be in three years’ time.  [* Hear, 
hear !”] 


CENTRAL QUEENSLAND. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether he is aware that, on the creation 
of the Colony of Queensland, the right of 
constituting new Colonies in the central 
and northern divisions, when the growth 
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of population and settlement would | 
render such a proceeding necessary and | 
advisable, was expressly reserved by the | 
Crown; and, whether he will take into | 
his favourable consideration during the | 
Recess the memorials and representations | 
of the inhabitants of Central Queens- 
land with respect to the grievances 
under which they allege themselves to 
be suffering in consequence of the con-| 
tinuance of this governmental system? | 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror| 
THE COLONIES (Mr. JosepH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): The hon. Mem- 
ber is mistaken as to the reservation of 
powers to the Crown. The Colony of) 
Queensland was separated from New| 
South Wales under the authority of an | 
Act of Parliament ; but Parliament has 
not yet authorised Her Majesty to sub-| 
divide the Colony of Queensland. 1 


Trish Magistrate 


think it is premature at present to pro- 
pose any legislation for the purpose. | 
[“‘ Hear, hear ! ”). | 


| 


INDIAN PRISON MADE GOoDs. | 


Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 1| 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, whether a remonstrance has been 
addressed by the Government to Foreign 
Powers, against the practice of sending 
brushes and other articles made in 
prisons to this country; whether there 
is a considerable manufacture of carpets 
in prisons in India, and whether this 
manufacture is fostered and encouraged 
by the Government, and what the annual 
value of the carpets so made is ; whether 
these carpets are freely exported to 
European countries; and, whether it is 
the intention of the Government to sup- 
press this competition with free labour 
in this important Trade ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Georce Hamitton, Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing): The manufacture of 
carpets in prisons in India has for some 
years past been sanctioned by the Gov- 
ernment of India, but there are no 
statistics to show to what extent the 
manufacture is now carried on, what the 
value of the carpets so made is, or the | 
number exported to European countries. | 
An inquiry can be made of the Govern- | 
ment of India on these points if the hon. | 
Gentleman wishes it. In 1885 the Sec- | 
retary of State sent instructions to the | 


Mr. Hogan. 
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Government of India that gaol manufac- 
tures should, as far as possible, be 
confined to articles adapted for use by 
other public departments; but he 


“Tt is not, of course, intended to preclude 
gaols from special industries, such as carpet- 
making, which have been found suitable as a 
means of employing convict labour, but for 
which there is practically no market in the 
department of Government.”’ 


| [“* Hear, hear ! ”]. 


Mr. LOUGH asked, whether the noble 
Lord would kindly mention one or two 
of the other articles still made in Indian 
gaols and exported to foreign countries, 
and would furnish a return on tbe 
subject ? 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON said, 
that if the hon. Gentleman would specify 
the articles with respect to which he 
desired information, he would make 
inquiries and see whether he could furnish 
the return asked for. [‘‘ Hear, hear! ”). 


IRISH MAGISTRATE CONVICTED OF 
ASSAULT. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland—(1) has the attention 
of the Lord Chancellor been called to 
the conviction.of Major M‘Farlane, J.P., 
at the last Dundrum petty sessions, for 
assaulting his servant on 8th August ; 
(2) whether he is aware that four or five 
years ago the same defendant was con- 
victed of assaulting a solicitor named 
Davis ; and that he was also arrested in 
Rathmines, within the past two years, 
and convicted of another offence ; and, 
(3) is it intended that Major M’Farlane 


‘shall retain Her Majesty’s Commission 


as Justice of the Peace ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Lord Chancellor informs me that when 
his attention was drawn by a Press 
report to the conviction referred to in 
the first paragraph, he at once requested 
Major M‘Farlane to furnish him with an 
explanation. An appeal has been en- 
tered by this gentleman against the 
decision of the magistrates, and the Lord 
Chancellor awaits its determination 
before deciding what further action it 
may be necessary for him to take in the 
matter. 
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FAIR RENT APPLICATIONS, IRELAND. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland—(1) how the Irish Land Com- 
mission propose to secure that the judg- 
ments in fair rent applications listed for 
hearing before Sub-Commissions between 
now and next year will be postponed 
pending the passing of the proposed 
Land Bill; (2) whether they intend 
to give directions for the purpose to the 
Sub-Commissioners ; and, (3) whether it 
has hitherto been the practice for the 
Land Commission to give directions to 
Sub-Commissioners as regards cases com- 
ing before them judicially. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: What I 
understand the Land Commission to 
have in contemplation is the issuing of 
instructions to the Sub-Commissioners to 
postpone judgment in the cases referred 
to in the first paragraph of the hon. and 
learned Member’s question. I cannot 


regard this as an interference with the 
judicial functions of the Sub-Commis- 
sioners, as seems to be implied in the last 


[“ Hear! ”] 


paragraph of the question. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
IN IRELAND. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
it is the practice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, to require local 
authorities who have acquired land 
under Section 57, Sub-section 1, of The 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890, specifically for the purpose of 
Part ITI. of the Act, to obtain the con- 
sent of the Treasury under Section 57, 
Sub-section 3, to the appropriation of the 
land for the purpose for which it has 
heen acquired ; (2) whether he is aware 
that the English Local Government 
Board consider that no consent is 
necessary in cases of the kind; (3) 
whether the Irish Board consider that 
the consent is necessary even where the 
land has been acquired compulsorily 
under the statutory powers given for 
that express purpose ; and, (4) how the 
land in such cases is to be disposed of in 
case the Treasury refuse their consent ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
question has been already answered 
both by the Attorney-General for 
Treland and by the Secretary to the 
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Treasury, and I have nothing to add to 
those answers, except that with refer- 
ence to the fourth part of the question, 
no such case has arisen. As the hon. 
Member has already been informed, 
communications are being made between 
the Treasury and the Irish Local 
Government Board, with a view to 
establishing uniformity of practice in 
the two countries. 


COMPANTES (WINDING-UP) ACT 1890, 


Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether the General Annual 
Report for the year 1894 of all matters 
judicial and financial within The Com. 
panies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, has 
been prepared as required by Section 29 ; 
and, when the same will be laid before 
both Houses of Parliament ? 


THe PRESIDENT or true BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircniz, Croy- 
don): The materials for the Report are 
nearly all collected, and the Report 
itself—which needs careful preparatign, 
will be finished at the earliest possible 
moment. I am unable to give any 
undertaking as to the precise time when 
it will be laid before Parliament. There 
has undoubtedly been some delay, but 
this was caused by the extra work 
thrown upon the Department by the 
Committee on Public Acts. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) asked the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he saw his way to the 
adoption of the draft Bill suggested by 
the Companies’ Act (Amendment) Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade ? 


Mr. RITCHIE said, that the whole 
matter was under his careful considera- 
tion, but he was sure that his hon. 
Friend would see that it was impossible 
for him to make any announcement on 
the subject at the present moment. 


RULE OF THE ROAD AT SEA. 


Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, whether 
he proposes to take any steps to appoint, 
this Session, a Select Committee on the 
Rule of the Road at Sea (Fog Signals), 
in continuation of the Committee ap 
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pointed last Session, with a view to a 
Report being made on the evidence then 
acquired ; if this is not practicable, can 
he now state that no new regulations, 
altering the existing fog signals, will be 
promulgated until such a Committee has 
been appointed, and has reported on the 
said evidence ; and, will it be possible, 
during the Recess, to have a statement 
drawn up summarising for, say the last 
10 years, the ascertained causes of col- 
lisions at sea which took place in fog, 
falling snow, or heavy rain squalls ? 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
what course Her Majesty’s Government 
propose to take with regard to the Select 
Committee on a portion of the Rule of 
the Road at Sea relating to sound} 
signals, appointed on 25th March last, | 
and which, after sitting till 3rd July 
last, separated without making any final 
Report ; whether the Departmental | 
Committee on another portion of the 
Rule of the Road at Sea, relating to the 
screening of side-lights, has yet reported ; 
if not, when it is expected to report, and 
whether the Report and evidence will be 
laid upon the Table; and, whether any 
opportunity will be afforded either to this 
House or to shipowners and shipmasters 
of considering the Reports of these two 
Committees before any steps are taken 
by the Board of Trade to cause the 
issue of any Order in Council dealing 
with these two portions of the Rule of 
the Road at Sea ! 

Mr. RITCHIE: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer the question of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn at the 
same time. I regret to say that it has 
been found impossible, owing to the 
absence of Members of the Committee, to 
re-appoint the Committee referred to this 
Session. I hope, however, to be in a 
position to move the re-appointment at 
the earliest possible moment next Session. 
Meanwhile no Order in Council on the 
subject will be issued. I am informed 
that the Departmental Committee on the 
Screening of Side-lights expects to be 
able to Report before the end of the year. 
That Report and the Report of the 
Parliamentary Committee (if re-ap- 
pointed) will be carefully considered 
before action is taken; but my hon. 
Friend will understand that it is im- 


Royalties 
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possible for me to come under the under- 
taking he asks before seeing the Reports 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


| 
} 
| 
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in question. With regard to the causes 
of collisions, they will be found for each 
year in Table 61 of the Wreck Register, 

Sir G. BADEN-POWELL asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
at least undertake not to issue Orders in 
Council with regard to these Rules when 
Parliament was not sitting and when 
attention could not consequently be called 
to the subject ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: Until I see the 
Report of the Committee I cannot give 
any guarantee. The cause of the col- 
lisions are all set out in the Return, but 
if the hon. Member is not satisfied with 
the Return, I will endeavour to satisfy 
him. 


ROYALTIES ON GOLD. 

Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydvil) : I beg to ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, in some 
instances in North Wales 1 per cent. 
royalty is charged upon gold, in some 
instances 34 per cent., in some instances 
6% per cent., and in some instances a 
sliding scale varying from 1} per cent. to 
10 per cent.; whether in Ireland the 
Crown is levying 5 per cent., whilst in 
Scotland, in the case of the Duke of 
Sutherland, they levy 10 per cent. ; why 
there is no uniformity with regard to 
royalties on gold ; whether Her 
Majesty’s Government are taking any 
steps to send to Wales a practical man, 
so that he may advise the Crown as to 
the area of the Welsh gold-field, and 
what course they should adopt with a 
view to encouraging the development of 
the industry ; and whether Her Majesty’s 
Government will also send a_ practical 
man to Ireland and Scotland to report to 
the Government upon the existence of 
payable gold in both those countries ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: The general rule which 
prevails in Wales as to royalty is 1-15th 
in Crown lands and 1-30th in private 
lands, where the landowner or his nominee 
is the Crown lessee of the gold. All the 
lessees have the option of a sliding scale 
graduated according to the yield of the 
ore from 1-70th in Crown lands and 
1-100th in private lands upwards. I 
think the only exceptions to this are the 
mine formerly owned by the hon. Mem- 
ber in Wales, where the royalty is 1-100th 
till April 5, 1898, and 1-50th thereafter ; 
and another mine in Ireland, formerly 
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leased by the hon. Member, where the 


same rate was granted. This is the only | 


lease existing in Ireland. The rate in 
the case of the Duke of Sutherland in 
Scotland, as I explained a few days back, 
was fixed three centuries ago by statute. 
I shall be very glad to consider whether 


it is possible to introduce greater uni-| 


formity. There will, for instance, be, I 
think, no difficulty in arranging for work- 
ing as one concern adjoining sets which 
are liable to different rates of royalty ; 
but from the number of applications now 
coming in for take-notes and licences at 
the present rates of royalty it does not 
appear that the industry is hampered by 
existing regulations. The Commissioners 
of Woods fully recognise the existence 
of a very extensive goldfield in Wales, 
and the question how the area can be best 
defined is at present under their careful 
consideration, as is the question of the 
desirability of obtaining reports by experts, 
but, as at present advised, it is not con- 
templated to send a practical expert to 
Ireland or Scotland. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN said, 
that he should like to remove from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s mind the idea 


that he was not interested in this sub- 


ject, because he owned nearly half the) 


property concerned, and was therefore 
entitled to some voice in the matter. He 
would ask whether gold was not as much 
the property of the Crown in principle 
as the Crown lands, and why uniformity 
of royalties did not exist ? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: The 10 per cent. gold 
royalty in Scotland is fixed by statute, 
and the Crown has, therefore, no power 
to alter it. In Ireland there is only one 
mining lease at an extremely low rate of 
royalty, which was granted to the hon. 
Member himself. If there are any other 
applications with regard to Ireland they 
will be considered. I am now consider- 
ing whether greater uniformity in the 
amount of royalties cannot be attained, 
and if it can be I shall be glad, but the 
want of uniformity is not as great as the 
hon. Member suggests. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN asked 
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| MERCANTILE MARINE OFFICERS AND 
THE NAVY. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty—(1) 
whether the scheme for introducing 
‘officers of the Mercantile Marine into the 
Navy, as set forth in the London Gazette 
of 26th July last, will, if carried into 
effect, result in the Sub-Lieutenants from 
22 to 25 years of age to be so introduced 
receiving higher pay and allowance than 
the Sub-Lieutenants who have entered in 
theusual manner by joining the Britannia 
at or about the age of 13, and who are 
now serving in the Navy; (2) whether 
the Lieutenants from 25 to 35 years of 
age to be so introduced will be put over 
the heads of the Sub-Lieutenants now 
serving in the Navy; (3) whether both 
the Sub-Lieutenants and the Lieutenants 
to be thus introduced will be placed 
under the same conditions of retirement 
and pension as the Sub-Lieutenants and 
Lieutenants now serving; and, if not, 
what differences will be made between 
these and those; (4) and, whether, 
before adopting this scheme, Her 
Majesty’s Government took into con- 
sideration the advisability of promoting 
to Lieutenant’s rank a sutlicient number 
of the Sub-Lieutenants, and of the deserv- 
ing and capable Warrant Officers now 
serving ; and, if so, on what grounds this 
method of filling up the Lietenants’ List 
was rejected in favour of that adopted ? 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square), who was very 
indistinctly heard, was understood to say 
\that the officers introduced from the 
Mercantile Marine into the Royal Navy 
would not receive higher pay and allow- 
ances than the Sub-Lieutenants of the 
Navy, except in so far that they would 
‘receive ls. a day for mess allowances. 
| With regard to the third question of the 
hon. Member, the system of retirement 
|pensions granted to the Sub-Lieutenants 
|and Lieutenants now serving in the Navy 
was infinitely more favourable than that 
which would accrue to the officers intro- 
duced from the Mercantile Marine. He 
believed the difference was as much as 
£100 a year in favour of the officers now 


whether the right hon. Gentleman’s pre- serving. Ofcourse, the Lieutenants intro- 
decessor in office was not considering this duced from the Mercantile Marine would 
question of uniformity of royalty in 1890?) take seniority above the Sub-Lieutenants 
|now serving in the Navy. Before the 

[No answer was given to this question. ] | adoption of the scheme the Government 
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took into consideration every possible 
alternative, and the whole matter was 
thoroughly threshed out before the 
decision was arrived at. With regard to 
the promotion of Sub-Lieutenants, their 
time of serving before they received pro- 
motion had now been reduced to what 
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was considered a minimum. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES | asked 
whether it was not the fact that by the} 
order in the London Gazette the Lieu- 
tenants and Sub-Lieutenants who would 





be thus introduced into the Navy would 
be granted an equipment allowance of 
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the allowance to the Association for the 
Employment of Discharged Soldiers ig 
taken ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
to THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
Witu1ams, Birmingham, 8.): The sum 
in aid of the Association referred to 
forms part of the £2,375 taken in Item 
“G” of Vote 12. 


CARDIFF CUSTOM HOUSE. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the President of 


£40 and £30 respectively, while no such | the Board of Trade, if, having regard to 
equipment allowance was given to Lieu-| the time that must necessarily elapse 
tenants and Sub-Lieutenants in the Navy. | before the erection of the new Custom 


With regard to the question of retire- 
ment, he wished to know’ whether, 
although the mercantile officers retired 
with a smaller sum, they did not retire 
under much more favourable circum- 
stances than the right hon. Gentleman 
had stated, and whether the difference in 
pay of the Mercantile Marine Sub-Lieu- 
tenants and the naval Sub-Lieutenants 
was not 2s. a day to the benefit of the 
mercantile officers 1 

Mr. GOSCHEN said, that his informa- 


mation was not the same as that of his 





hon. Friend, but he would make further 


House at Cardiff, and the consequent 
great inconvenience that will be suffered 
by merchants and shippers at Cardiff, 
his Department will secure temporary 
offices at the Bute Docks for the trans- 
action of ships’ business relating to in- 
ward clearances, passing entries for 
inward cargoes, passing entriesfor bonded 
goods (United Kingdom), clearance out- 
wards, payment of light and town dues, 


‘and registration charges of masters, 


pending the erection of the 


building ? 
Mr. HANBURY: T hope that it 


new 


inquiry. He had been informed that all | may be possible to proceed with the new 
the circumstances were much in favour) building at no distant date, but, mean- 
of the Lieutenants and Sub-Lieutenants | while, I do not think that the Govern- 
now serving. The scheme had been! ment can fairly be expected to incur the 
adopted in order to satisfy a temporary further expense of providing the tem- 
emergency in regard to the number of! porary accommodation as suggested, in 


Lieutenants, and terms must be offered to | 
the mercantile service which would | 
attract the best men from that service ? | 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, | 
W.) asked whether appointments had | 
been made or were in contemplation? | 

Mr.GOSCHEN said that appointments | 
were in immediate contemplation, and he 
was glad to say that there were applica- 
tions from officers in the Royal Naval 
Reserve who had already served in Her 
Majesty’s ships. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to. 
give notice that I shall call attention to 
the matter on the Estimates. [Cheers. | 





| 
|ment a question on a matter of great 


EMPLOYMENT OF DISCHARGED 
SOLDIERS. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg} 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War | 


addition to the present offices. 


WAR OFFICE REORGANISATION. 

Mr. H. O. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War, whether he can give a date for 
the taking of the Army Estimates ; and 
whether any opportunity will be given, 
during the present Session, of discussing 
the statement made by the Secretary of 
State with respect to the reorganisation 
of the War Office ? 

Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
shire, W.), who was received with loud 
cheers, said: Before this question is 
answered, I wish to put to the Govern- 


consequence affecting our proceedings. 
I should like to ask the Leader of the 
House whether it is in accordance with 


Office, under which V ote( Army Estimates) | what I have always understood to be 


First Lord of the Admiralty. ' 
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the practice of the House of Commons, 
that a statement of a very important 
change in the administration of the Army 
—([Cheers]|— perhaps as important a 
change as has ever been proposed—should 
have been made inthe other House of Par- 
liament, and not made simultaneously in 
the House of Commons. [Cheers.| The 
House of Commons has a right that the 
statement should be made here at least 
as soon as— [An hon. MEmBER : 
“Sooner !”|—it is made in the other 
House, and that we should not have to 
learn from a newspaper the course which 
the Government are about to take in 
matters of that kind? [Cheers.] 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am not sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman is correct in his statement. 
I should have thought that the right of 
the administration of the Department of 
the Government concerned to make the 
statement in the House to which he 
belongs, has never been questioned. I 
may, however, say that it was largely 
for the convenience of this House that 
the statement in question was made by 
my noble Friend, the Secretary of State 
for War. It would not have been in 
accordance with our rules to make a 
statement of that kind in this House 
until the Estimates affecting the Depart- 
ment came on for consideration. It is, 
moreover, inconvenient for a Minister to 
get up and make a statement of policy 
in the midst of other business. No doubt 
my hon. Friend, the Under Secretary for 
War, will make a statement when the 
Army Estimates come on; but if the 
statement referred to had not been 
made as it has, there would have been 
no general knowledge of the scheme, and 
the result would have been that hon. 
Members would have entered upon a 
discussion of the Army Estimates, much 
less well equipped than they are now. 
Therefore, without dealing with the 
general question of comity between the 
two Houses of Parliament, I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite that 
the Government have been animated in 
this case by the convenience of the 
House to which we belong. [Cheers.] 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean), pointed out that 
the Government were asked last week 
whether they could make a statement on 
the subject. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The Under Secretary will make 
a statement on the War Office Vote, but 
I think that the statement made yester- 
day in the other House will place right 
hon. and hon. Gentlemen in a better 
position to discuss the subject when it 
comes on here. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER pointed 
out that his question remained un- 
answered, 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY, who replied to the question, said : 
I cannot state the exact date when the 
Army Estimates will be taken, because I 
do not know how fast we are going to 
proceed with those Estimates which 
remain between this and the Army 
Estimates, but I shall endeavour to 
come to some arrangement, both for 
hastening business and also for knowing 
when the Army Estimates will come on. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) 
asked whether hon. Members would be 
furnished with a copy of the statement 
of the Secretary of State for War ? 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I do not know whether the 
“Hansard” Report of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings will be published before the 
discussion on the Army Estimates comes 
on in this House, but, if it is not, the 
hon. Member can obtain the statement 
by purchasing a copy of The Times. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY inquired whether 
the convenience of hon. Members who 
were discussing the Civil Service Esti- 
mates was to be sacrificed for the 
convenience of those more particularly 
interested in the Army Estimates. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tar TREA- 
SURY replied that he did not say that 


their convenience was to be sacrificed. 


to Japan 


PARCEL POST TO JAPAN. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the negotiations 
with the Government of Japan for the 
conclusion of a Parcel Post Convention 
with that country, which were referred 
to (in an answer to a question on the 
subject) by the late Postmaster General 
on the 16th of February last in this 
House, have been successful ; and, if not, 
what is the cause of the delay ? 








907 Irish 


*Mr. HANBURY : The answer to the | 
main question is yes, and a draft conven- | 
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can state the total sums expended on 
vaccination in Ireland from June 1893 


tion is under consideration ; but it will) to June 1894, and for a similar period 
be evident to the House that in the case | from 1894 to 1895 ; and, what increase, 


of so distant a country as Japan, the | 
settlement of details necessarily takes 
time. 


LONDON AND PARIS TELEPHONE 
SERVICE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General— 
(1) whether he can state the annual 
revenue and expenditure in connection 
with the telephone service between 
London and Paris ; (2) whether the tele- | 
phone is used only, or almost exclusively, 
in business hours, and is idle for 16 hours | 
out of the 24; and, (3) whether he can 
see his way to make the rate charged 
2s. 6d. for three minutes’ conversation, | 
instead of 3s. as at present. | 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General regrets that he is not in a posi- 


tion to give the information asked for in | 
The use of the) 


the first paragraph. 


telephone is by no means restricted to | 
what are commonly called the business | 


hours of the day. The present charge 
for a conversation of three minutes is 8s., 
not 3s. It is a subject of international 
agreement, and the Postmaster General 
does not see his way at present to pro- 
pose any reduction. 


FOREIGN-MADE PAPER. 


if any, has been created by the smallpox 
scare. 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
information desired by the hon. Member 
is not in the possession of the Local 
Government Board, and could only be 
obtained by communicating with the 


'Clerk of each Poor Law Union in 
Treland. 
FORGERY IN FRANCE OF BRITISH 


PATENT MEDICINE STAMPS. 
Mr. W. E. M. TOMLINSON (Pres- 


| ton): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


of State for Foreign Affairs, whether 


Her Majesty’s Government will present 


to the House any correspondence relating 
to the wholesale forgery, in France, of 
the labels of makers of patent medicines, 
and of patent medicine stamps, and the 
consequent loss entailed upon the British 
revenue and upon British manufactures. 

*Mr. CURZON : The attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government has been called to 
the forgeries referred to in my _ hon. 
Friend’s question. They are fully aware 


| of the importance of the subject, and re- 
| presentations have been addressed to the 


French Government with a view to the 
prosecution of the offenders. There has 
been some delay, but we cannot doubt 


\that the French Government will carry 


Mason RASCH: I beg to ask the| 
President of the Board of Trade, whether, | 
in order to prevent foreign paper being | 
sold as English, he will initiate legisla- | 
tion under which every sheet of foreign | 
paper shall have a water-mark of origin, | 


and each roll of foreign paper be similarly 
marked every square yard, 

Mr. RITCHIE: As my hon. and 
gallant Friend is aware, the Select 
Committee of 1890 reported against the 
compulsory marking of all goods with 
the indication of origin. As at present 


from the position taken up 


by the 
Committee. 


VACCINATION IN IRELAND. 


E | in 
advised, I am not prepared to depart | 


out their legal and Treaty obligations, 
pending which result it would not he 
advisable to present correspondence to 
the House. 


IRISH OATS. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
he has received a letter, written by a 
member of an extensive firm of Irish 
oat exporters, which states that, owing 
to the large stocks of old oats remaining 
merchants’ hands, and _ unsaleable 
except under cost, new oats will probably 
have to be sold at much under the lowest 


| average touched for the past 25 years; 





and (2) whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made in the matter ; and, should this 


Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) :| forecast prove correct, will he take any 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | steps to give temporary relief to Trish 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he farmers ? 


i 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received a letter which the hon. Gentle- 
man has been good enough to send to 
me, containing the statement made in 
the first paragraph of the question. 
This forecast, as I stated yesterday in 
reply to the hon. Member’s question on 
the subject, is necessarily of a specula- 
tive character, and even if it proved 
correct I could not undertake to intro- 
duce a measure of the kind indicated. 

Caprain DONELAN: I beg to ask, 
whether the facts mentioned in this 
question, together with the low price of 
butter and the disastrous harvest weather 
in Ireland, would not justify the right 
hon. Gentleman in affording some tem- 
porary relief to Irish farmers ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No, Sir ; 
I am afraid not. 


INDIAN COTTON DUTIES. 


Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, in view of the 
decided expression of opinion of the 
House of Commons on 21st February, 
on the subject of the Indian Cotton 


Duties, he will promise that the Duties 
shall not be repealed until the House has 
again had an opportunity of expressing 
its opinion on the subject ? 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 


hon. Gentleman may rest assured 
that nothing in connection with these 
Duties will be done hastily or surrepti- 
tiously. The vote given on the 21st of 
February last may fairly be interpreted 
as giving a sanction to the imposition of 
these Duties; but that approval was 
obtained on a distinct undertaking from 
the then Secretary of State for India 
that the Duties should in no sense what- 
ever be of a protective character. Since 
that Debate the Duties in Burma on) 
yarns of 20 and under have been re- | 
duced by the executive action of the 
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Government of India from 5 per cent. | 
to } per cent., as they were found to be | 
protective in their operation. 


Island of Lewis. 910 
*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 


Indian Government unquestionably have 
power to deal with it. 


METRIC SYSTEM. 


Mr. A. F. GODSON (Kidderminster) : 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether his attention has been 
drawn to the Report of the Weights 
and Measures Committee, presented at 
the close of the last Parliament ; and, if 
so, whether he can state what conclu- 
sion have been arrivedatby Her Majesty’s 
Government as to the course to be pur- 
sued to bring about a speedy adoption 
of the metric system ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: The attention of 
Her Majesty’s Government has been 
drawn to the Report in question, but 
further consideration is necessary before 
they can announce any conclusions in 
regard to the recommendations of the 
Committee. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Mr. P. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether in 
the future appointments to the Irish 
Land Commission, he will consider the 
desirability of appointing men with a 
practical knowledge of agriculture { 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Cer- 
tainly ; the practice in the future in 
this respect will remain unaltered. 


ROADS IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate whether he is aware that, in 
the Park district of the Island of Lewis, 
and in many parts of the western main- 
land of Ross-shire, there are no roads, 
whilst the people are compelled to pay 
road rates; and whether steps will be 
taken to provide these districts with 
proper means of communication 4 


| *THe LORD ADVOCATE: As the 


*Mr. TOMLINSON wished to ask| hon. Member is aware, there is a sum of 
whether it was not a fact that the ex-|£3,900 taken for Minor Roads in the 
pression of the House of Commons would | West Highlands and Islands Vote—out 
not, in practice, preclude the Indian| of this amount £1,800 has been allocated 
Government from making the change if| to the Lews and is apportioned to the 
they found that the state of the Indian | various districts by the County Council 
Exchequer allowed of it ? of Ross-shire. 


| 
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Mr. WEIR asked if the Lord Ad- 


vocate was aware that the same state 
of things existed in the western part of 
the Island of T.ewis, and whether these 
districts would be provided with proper 
means of communication ? 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE said that 
was a matter for the County Council. 


Mr. WEIR asked if the Lord Ad- 
vocate was aware that the County 
Council had no power to provide funds 
for such purposes 4 


*Tuoe LORD ADVOCATE said he was 
referring to the last part of the question. 


VENTILATION OF THE UNDERGROUND 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
will bring in a Bill next Session to deal 
with the ventilation of the tunnels of 
the Metropolitan Railways? 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. I cannot 
make any promise in the matter. 


SHOOTING AT A CYCLIST. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: TI beg to ask the 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been drawn to the fact 
that a gamekeeper of Lord Annally, for 
shooting at a cyclist on the Lucan Road 
to Dublin, was only fined 13s. 6d. at 
petty sessions; and why did not the 
Crown have the culprit returned for trial 
to the assizes on a criminal charge ? 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Arkryson, London- 
derry, N.): The answer to this question | 
is as follows: On the evening of the 
ith instant, a gamekeeper of Lord 
Annally, named Barrett, met on the 
public road near Lucan, and had some 
altercation with, a cyclist, named Evans. 
After Evans had parted from Barrett 
and proceeded upon his journey about 
80 yards, the latter, unseen by Evans, 
discharged a gun he was armed with, but 
did not hit Evans. Barrett was subse- 
quentiy arrested by the police, brought 
before the magistrates sitting at Petty 
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Sessions at Lucan, and charged with the | 
offence of shooting at Evans with intent. | 
Barrett admitted that he had discharged | 
his gun on the road, but denied positively | 
that he had fired at Evans, whereupon | 


| 
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the magistrates, as they apparently con- 
sidered the more serious offence not suffi- 
ciently proved, at the request of Evans 
altered the charge into the minor one of 
having unlawfully discharged firearms 
on a public road, and dealt with the case 
summarily, as they had power to do, 
Under these circumstances the Crown do 
not consider it desirable to take further 
action in the matter. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether, if 
the gamekeeper had been an _ evicted 
tenant, and had been charged with firing 
at a landlord, his punishment would have 
been a fine of 13s. 6d. ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


TELEPHONE SERVICE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. J. TULLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury v‘hether it is 
intended to re-appoint, at the opening of 
next Session, the Select Committee to 
inquire into the conditions of the Tele- 
phone Service, and of the terms of the 
licence between the National Telephone 
Committee and the Post Office Depart- 
ment ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : I may remind the 
hon. Member that the reference to the 
Committee which sat in the last Parlia- 
ment, was :— 


“ To consider and report whether the provi- 
sion now made for the Telephone Service is 
adequate, and whether it is expedient to supple- 
ment or improve this provision by the granting 
of licences to local authorities or otherwise.”’ 


Without expressing an opinion on a 
matter which at the present moment 
would be premature, it is probable that 


|the Government will carry out the re- 


commendation of the late Committee by 
appointing a Committee in the next 
Session to consider and report upon the 
evidence already taken. 

Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider applications from 
local authorities in the meantime ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : I should like that 
question to be put upon the Paper. 


TRISH MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
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the method in which the mails are trans- 
ferred at Holyhead and Kingstown from 
steamer to train and vice versa, being 
merely carried on the backs of porters, 
this being necessarily a slow and tedious 
process, requiring, when there is a heavy 
mail, nearly half-an-hour at each side of 
the Channel; and whether the Post- 
master General will take the opportunity 
of a new mail contract to initiate some 
speedier and more satisfactory method ? 
*Mr. HANBURY: The question of 
altering the present method of trans- 
ferringthe mails to and from the steamers | 
and trains at Holyhead and Kingstown | 
has been under consideration for many 
years past, but the Companies with 
whom the decision rests have not seen 
their way to substitute machinery for 
the present system. The time occupied 
in transferring mails, passengers and 
luggage does not ordinarily exceed 
14 minutes at Holyhead and 10 minutes 








at Kingstown. The matter is, however, | 
now under the consideration of this De-| 
partment and of the Board of Trade. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked if | 
the right hon. Gentleman could say what | 
method was adopted in transferring the | 


American mails ? 
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Mr. HANBURY said, he was not 
aware of the facts stated by the hon. 
Member, but he had no doubt they were 
accurate. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether any, 
and, if so, what steps will be taken to 
secure a better and more rapid transit 
from Macroom to Cork; and why the 
local railway is not employed in carrying 
all the mails ? 

Mr. HANBURY : Since the Ist June 
last, the railway has been used for the 
conveyance both of the night and day 
mails between Cork and Macroom, and 
additional time for posting has thus been 
afforded at Macroom. 

Dr. TANNER asked if an arrange- 
ment could not be made so that com- 
munications might be sent direct to 
Dublin. 

Mr. HANBURY said, he was not 
aware whether that could be done, but he 
would get the information. 


MILL-STREET POLICE ESTABLISH- 
MENT, COUNTY CORK. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg toask the Chief 


*Mr. HANBURY: I only answered | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
the question on behalf of the Post Office, | land if steps will be taken to reduce the 
and I should be glad if the hon. Member! police establishment at Mill Street, 
would put the question upon the Paper. | County Cork, in view of the very peace- 

ful condition of that part of the county ? 
MACROOM POST OFFICE. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the | perfectly true that Mill Street district is, 


‘Secretary to the Treasury, as represent-|at present, in a generally peaceable con- 


ing the Postmaster General, why the} dition. The number of police now sta- 
Macroom Post Office has not been created | tioned in the district is 16, which is 
a head office ? ‘much below the former strength. The 
Mr. HANBURY: No advantage to| area comprised in the district patrolled 
the public would result from making! by these men is unusually large for a 
Macroom a head post office, whilst, on police district, and contains upwards of 
the other hand, there would be some in-| 50 townlands. The Constabulary au- 
crease of expense to the Department. | thorities are of opinion that the strength 
Moreover, the change is, for other reasons, of the force in the district cannot at 
undesirable. The Sub-Postmaster of | present be reduced. 
Macroom carries on a private business in | 
addition to the Post Office ; and in these | 
circumstances it is not advisable to in-| RINGABELLA FERRY POINT, 
crease his responsibilities to the Depart-| Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
ment. | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
Dr. TANNER asked the right hon.|of Ireland, whether any steps will be 
Gentleman whether he was aware that| taken to secure the construction of a 
Macroom was the centre of a very large | bridge at Ringabella Ferry Point ; and, 
district, and whether he would recom-|if this scheme has not repeatedly ob- 
mend the noble Duke the Postmaster | tained the sanction of the Local Govern- 
General to reconsider the matter ? | ment Board in Ireland ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that the erection of this bridge 
was twice approved of at Presentment 
Sessions, but that, owing to the pro- 
moters not having applied for sufficient 
money to carry out the scheme, no con- 
tract was entered into, and the scheme 
fell through. The Local Government 
Board have no jurisdiction in the matter, 
and the Executive Government have 
no power to take such steps as are 
suggested. 

Dr. TANNER asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman would give his assistance in 
regard to this matter, which was of 
great importance, both to coastguards 
and police ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do 
not know that I have power to do so. 
It is a matter for which the Grand} 
Jury are entirely responsible. 
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LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. A. D. PROVAND (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if the Government 
are favourable to the appointment of a 
Select Committee to consider the laws 
relating to the licensing and control of 
the liquor traffic in Scotland with a view 
to their amendment ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I think I cannot do better than 
repeat the answer I have already given 
to an hon. Member on this side of the 
House, who asked a similar question 
with regard to England—namely, that 
it is impossible that the Committee 
which was suggested should be appointed 
during the present Session in time to do 
any eflicient work, The question will be 
considered by the Government during 
the Recess. 





CRIMINAL STATISTICS FOR ENGLAND. 


Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal | 
Green, 8.W.): I beg to ask the Secre- | 
tary of Sate for the Home Department | 
when the Criminal Statistics for Eng-| 


land, for the year 1894, and the Report | 
of the Commissioner of Metropolitan | 
Police for the same year, will respectively | 
be presented 1 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
Marruew Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): 


It is hoped that the Criminal Statistics for | 


1894 will be published before the end of | 
the year. The Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Police has just been received, 
and will be laid before Parliament with- 
out delay. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON (GRESHAM) 
COMMISSION. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, does the Government intend, 
and when, to propose legislation in pur- 
suance of the Report of the University 
of London (Gresham) Commission ? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


| present time. 
{right hon. Friend the Secretary to the 


BUSINESS IN SUPPLY. 

*Srr C. DILKE asked the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he would bear in mind 
the assent he gave to the suggestion that 
it would be desirable to discuss two of 
the supplementary Votes in Class V. 
(Foreign and Colonial Services) ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid I cannot give any 
pledge with regard to Class V. at the 
I will consult with my 


Treasury, as to whether a general arrange- 
ment can be made, and, as I have said 
before, I will endeavour to suit the 
general convenience of the House, but 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| more than that I cannot say at present. 


EDUCATION ESTIMATES. 
| *Mr. J. H. YOXALL (Nottingham, 
| W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
|Treasury if he will arrange that the 
Education Estimates (Civil Service, 
Class IV., Votes 1 and 2) shall be taken 
at an hour not later than 9 p.m.? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
'SURY said the answer he had given to 
the hon. Baronet applied to all the 
Estimates. 


SURY : In answer to my hon. Friend, | 
I am sorry to say that legislation will | 


be impossible on this subject in the 


course of the present Session, and I am 


unable to say what legislative action will | 


be taken by the Government. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
(GUARANTEE). 
Mr. BUCHANAN asked the First 
| Lord of the Treasury whether he would 





917 Supply. 


agree not to take the Committee on the 
West Highland Railway (Guarantee) 
that night ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY reminded the hon. Member that 
it was only the initial stage which was 
proposed, which need not lead to any 
discussion at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the question 
to be determined was whether the Bill 
was contentious or not. 


RECOVERY OF TRADE DEBTS, 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent) 
asked the Attorney-General whether he 
would consider the possibility of intro- 
ducing, next Session, a Bill to enable 
traders in England to recover trade 
debts owing to them in Scotland and 
Ireland more cheaply and expeditiously 
than they could at the present time ? 

Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp Wessrer, Isle of Wight): I 
will certainly consider the question 
raised by my hon. and learned Friend, 
but I am afraid I cannot offer any hope 
of legislation in that direction. I would 
remind the hon. and learned Member 
that any attempt to recover debts 
incurred in England against persons 
across the border, or in Ireland, raises 
many very thorny questions. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he would move to report progress before 
12 o'clock, in order to give him an 
opportunity of obtaining answers to 
questions raised by him in the discussion 
on the Woods and Forests Vote, or, if 
not, whether the Report stage of the 
Estimates would be taken to-morrow 
(Wednesday) at 12 o’clock ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I will answer the question on 
behalf of my right hon. Friend. I do 
not think it will be possible to interrupt 
the proceedings so early as 12 o’clock to- 
night, but I recognise that the hon. 
Member has a right to be answered 
certain questions raised yesterday, which 
I thought my right hon. Friend had 
already answered. However, I hope I 
shall meet his wishes by saying that I 
will not take the Report stage on that 
Vote to-night, but will put it down for 
to-morrow. 
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Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN : 
What time to-morrow ? 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : Of course, at the end of the 
sitting ; it is a morning sitting. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if there 
had not been an understanding that the 
Arms Act would be taken on Wednes- 
day at a time which would permit of its 
discussion ? If the Arms Act were taken, 
its discussion would certainly occupy 
several hours, and, in that event, he 
wished to know how the general under- 
standing that the House should not rise 
much later than at the usual hour on 
Wednesdays could be secured. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I hope the hon. and learned 
Gentleman does not foreshadow such 
opposition as the introduction of the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. A dis- 
cussion on the subject would be, perhaps, 
more than usually inopportune at that 
stage, I apprehend. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
Mr. J. W. LowtTHer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Cuass IT. 


On the Vote of £7,000, to complete 
the sum for Secretary for Scotland’s 
Office, 


Mr. J. F. WHITE (Forfar) said, he 
should not trouble the Committee by 
going into the details of the Vote, 
but the question of education was 
not a Party one. The vast majority of 
the people in Scotland were anxious that 
there should only be one Committee to 
administer the grant ; that there should 
be one Board for elementary education 
and one Board for higher education. 
A resolution had been unanimously 
passed that there should be greater unity 
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of action, and the Association had 
already drafted a Bill. He thought the 
Secretary for Scotland might do some- 
thing as to the distribution of this grant. 
It was necessary that there should be 
legislation on the subject; they were 
informed that the falling-off which had 
taken place was due to the fact that 
considerable payments had to be made 
on the ground of pleuro-pneumonia. It 
was said that the figure was £10,000, 
but this was owing to the haphazard 
way in which things were done, and he 
hoped the Secretary for Scotland next 
Session would bring in a Bill which 
would make permanent provision for 
technical education. Now, the adminis- 
tration of secondary and _ technical 
education had been greatly injured by 
their having separate committees. In 
England, education was under the Vice 
President of the Council, but in Scotland 
it was not so. He had the honour to 
head a deputation to the late Secretary 
for Scotland, and he promised that he 


would consider the question of uniting 
the two departments, and also having a 
Board of Agriculture dealing with agri- 


cultural matters. He ventured now to 
ask whether anything had been done? 
Some little progress was made in the 
negotiations, but there was nothing 
further. What they wanted in Scotland 
was some relation between these bodies 
—some educational council for Scotland, 
whether presided over by the Secretary 
for Scotland or the Lord Advocate, or 
someone else. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he would consider 
this matter favourably in the Recess ? 
*Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) said, that during the past year 
a Departmental Committee was appointed 
to deal with the question of juvenile 
offenders. It presented its Report three 
months ago, and he hoped they would 
get an assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman, on behalf of the Scotch 
Office, that they would take up the Report 
of that Committee, and introduce as early 
as possible next Session legislation on 


Mr. J. F. White. 
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the lines of the recommendations of the 
Committee. A Bill was introduced in 
the House of Lords, he thought by the 
Lord Chancellor, which did include some 
of the recommendations in this Report. 
Many in Scotland had in recent years 
suffered by the method of legislation 
adopted. Instead of having separate 
Bills for Scotland, they had Bills dealing 
with the whole of Great Britain, 
Scotland being tacked on at the 
end. This made it more difficult 
to understand the law for Scotland. 
There was another subject on which he 
desired to put a question. Certain 
papers were handed to him as he came 
in that afternoon, on behalf of his hon. 
Friend the Member for Aberdeen City, 
who was unable, in consequence of 
the state of his health, to be present. 
The Lord Advocate would probably not 
be able to give a full reply at present, 
but perhaps he would consider the 
question. Certain regulations with 
regard to the police, issued by the Secre- 
tary for Scotland (Lord Lothian) in 1890, 
had not it was said been carried out 
to the letter in certain counties in 
Scotland, particularly the rules with 
regard to the age at which appointments 
to the higher posts were made. He 
would put the Lord Advocate in 
possession of the papers, in order that he 
might examine whether there was any 
foundation for the suggestion, and be 
able to give a satisfactory answer on 4 
future day. In conclusion, he thought 
it might be said, with regard to the 
new Secretary for Scotland—and those 
who knew Lord Balfour of Burleigh as 
he did would recognise in him one who 
was thoroughly acquainted with Scotch 
affairs, who had lived in Scotland a great 
deal and who had presided over many 
local bodies—the only possible objection 
to his appointment was that he was not 
and never had been a Member of the 
House of Commons. They knew that 
he was a strong politician, and though 
he was opposed to many of them they 
were perfectly satisfied that, as regards 
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all subjects into which Party considera- 
tions did not enter, he would give a 
dispassionate and an intelligent con- 
sideration to any matters submitted to 
him. 
Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and 
Cromarty) said, he greatly regretted that 
the Secretary for Scotland was not in 
the House of Commons. He ought to 
be there. There ought to be no buffer 
between him and the House, and he 
had seriously thought of moving to 
reduce the noble Lord’s salary on the 
ground that he was not in a position to 
meet hon. Members face to face and deal 
personally with the questions which they 
raised. He asked the Lord Advocate to 
impress upon the Secretary for Scotland 
the desirability of visiting the Highlands. 
The Scotch Office was very ignorant of 
Highland affairs. The authorities 
appeared to him always to stop at 
Inverness, though that was really where 
they ought to begin. He hoped that 
both the Secretary for Scotland and the 
Lord Advocate would seek to make 
themselves fully acqainted with the 
He wished to draw attention 
it was extremely 


Highlands. 
to the fact that 
difficult to get any satisfactory infor- 


mation from the Scotch Office. He had 
occasion to inquire, on the 13th of March 
this year, regarding an eviction on Black 
Isle. The Secretary for Scotland replied 
that the man owed four years’ rent, 
though he held the receipts in his hand 
and invited the Secretary for Scotland to 
inspect them. To make matters worse 
he was told this man’s behaviour to his 
own family had been extremely bad, and 
that he deserved no special consideration. 
During the General Election he made 
special inquiries, and found that 
these statements were absolutely in- 
accurate, and it was extremely unfair 
that this poor man should be maligned 
inthis manner. It appeared to be the 
practice of the Scotch Office to take their 
information from landlords, who were a 
bad set, Highland factors, another bad 
set, and sheriffs. He desired to com- 
plain of the practice, of allowing pro- 
curators-fiscal to act as landlords’ agents 
or factors. The late Secretary for 
Scotland expressed his disapprobation of 
such a practice but it still prevailed, and 
he hoped steps would be taken to 


{27 Avaust 1895} 





Supply. 922 


stop it. Referring to the salaries paid 
in the office of the Secretary for 
Scotland, he said everyone appeared to 
be ground down with the exception of 
the Lord Advocate, and he had to do 
another man’s work in addition to his 
own for his £5,000. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: The salary of 
the Lord Advocate does not arise on this 
Vote. 

Mr. WEIR said his complaint was 
of the excessive amount of work which 
the Lord Advocate had to do in con- 
sequence of the Secretary for Scotland 
being in another place. He did not 
want to see the Lord Advocate break 
down in health in consequence of his 
arduous duties. Referring to the post 
of Inspector of Constabulary, he 
said he could not understand why 
military men should be pitchforked into 
such offices over the heads of members of 
the police force. He asked for an 
explanation with regard to the £250 
for travelling expenses included in the 
Vote for the Inspector of Constabulary. 
He would like to know whether the 
office of this gentleman was in Edin- 
burgh, where it ought to be, or 300 or 
400 miles away from Edinburgh, up in 
Ross-shire, where it ought not to be. A 
very great deal of this gentleman’s time 
appeared to be spent in Ross-shire. He 
was paid a large salary in order that he 
might go up and down the country to 
keep matters straight, and not to spend his 
time in his charming home in Ross-shire. 
He hoped the Lord Advocate would be 
able to give him such information on 
the points he had raised as would 
obviate the necessity for his moving a 
reduction of the Vote. 

Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities) said, he was much gratified 
to know how concerned the hon. Gentle- 
man was for his personal health as 
affected by the duties he had to dis- 
charge. Many of the points the hon. 
Gentleman had raised, however, were 
matters which had already been deter- 
mined and could not be considered on 
this Vote. With regard to the com- 
plaint of the inaccuracy of the informa- 
tion of the Scotch Office, he must remind 
the hon. Gentleman that every public 
office was open to receive information 
from anyone who was ready to supply 
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it, and information would be as welcome 
at Dover House as in any other public 
Department. He could not conceive it 
possible that the late Secretary for Scot- 
land wilfully closed his eyes to the light 
the hon. Gentleman might have desired 
to shed upon Scotch affairs. At any 
rate, he did not think that the hon. 
Gentleman would have cause to be dis- 
satisfied in future with the accuracy of 
the information of the Scotch Office. 
With reference to the topic last touched 
upon by the hon. Gentleman, there was 
no such office as Chief Constable in 
Scotland. The hon. Gentleman must 
have been thinking of the office of In- 
spector of Constabulary. That was an 
office which entailed utterly different 
qualifications to those possessed by a 
man who had passed through the force, 
however high the position to which he 
had attained, and there was no hard- 
ship, in his view, in conferring the office 
on a person who had not passed through 
the force. He did not contend that it 


ought always to be confined to military 
men, but it did seem to him that, under 
the present short service system, it was 
desirable to employ military officers in 


posts of that kind. With regard to the 
length of the residence of the present 
holder of the office in Ross-shire, he did 
not know whether it was due to the 
necessity of paying special attention to 
the police force in that part of Scot- 
land, or to a desire to enjoy the beauties 
of the country. As to the amount paid 
for travelling expenses, he would point 
out that his expenses were not handed 
over to this officer in bulk, but were 
regulated by an account sent in by him. 
Then the hon. Member had referred to 
an eviction which took place in the 
spring. He did not think the hon. 
Gentleman had brought that matter 
under the cognizance of the Scotch 
Office. Certainly it had not been 
brought to his own notice. Had it 
been, he would have given the hon. Gen- 
tleman all the information upon it he 
could. The only other point the hon. 
Member referred to was the position of 
the procurators fiscal. It was true that 
in some cases 

THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 
That question will more properly arise 
at a later stage. 

THE LORD ADVOCATE: Yes, Sir ; 
that is so, under the next head. He 


Lord Advocate. 
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would now pass for a moment to what 
had been said by the hon. Member for 
Aberdeen with reference to the Report 
of the Departmental Committee on 
habitual offenders which had been sub- 
mitted to Parliament. That was, no 
doubt, a question in which a great deal 
of interest was taken, not merely with 
regard to inebriates but to all classes of 
habitual offenders. He was not in a 
position to say anything as to any 
possible projects for legislation on the 
subject, but he could promise that the 
report of that Committee would receive 
very careful consideration. It was quite 
possible that the Scotch people might be 
willing to submit themselves to legislative 
restrictions in their personal freedom for 
which other parts of the kingdon were 
not yet ripe; and he would leave the 
question by saying that he entirely con- 
curred in what had been sa‘d as to the 
desirability of treating Scotland sepa- 
rately in such matters; and, no doubt, 
great inconvenience had been caused by 
the fact that some Acts of Parliament 
had keen made applicable to Scotland, 
as it were, by an afterthought. One 
other topic raised by the hon. Member 
for Aberdeen was the infringement or 
failure to observe the police regulations 
issued from the office of the Secretary for 
Scotland. He had not heard that any 
complaints had recently reached the 
Office, but he invited the hon. Gentleman 
to fulfil the undertaking he had given 
to supply the Office with information on 
the subject, and he would promise him 
that it should receive careful and sym- 
pathetic attention. He for one did not 
see the use of regulations of that sort if 
they were not observed. He now came 
to the speech of the hon. Member for 
Forfar, who introduced the question of 
technical education. That question 
rested, to a large extent, on statutes. It 
was apparent, from the question the hon. 
Member put to him the other day, that 
his main purpose was to look after, as 
was natural, the interests of agriculture. 
It must be remembered, and he thought 
the hon. Member had lost sight of that, 
that the money in question was not 
devoted by statute to purposes of tech- 
nical education. There was an option 
left to the local bodies as to how they 
should apply it, and one of the com- 
plaints of the hon. Member was 
that the local bodies did not do 
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what he wanted them to do. 
He for one should look with favour 
upon any practicable proposal for the 
simplification of the administration of 
educational grants. With regard to the 
desirability of having the amounts of the 
grant fixed, and so protected against 
fluctuation, he was in sympathy with 
what had been said, because the action 
of local bodies from year to year could 
not be the same when the grants fluc- 
tuated seriously. He promised that the 
subject should receive the careful con- 
sideration of the Secretary for Scotland. 
The question of central amalgamation 
which had been adverted to was also 
one respecting which he could express 
a very favourable opinion. It was in 
some respects to be regretted that the 
body which administered Scotch educa- 
tion was not also the body interested 
in the administration of the grants 
from the Department and the grants 
from the Board of Agriculture. The 
matter might or might not require 
legislation. It was being considered 
with a view to ascertaining what would 
be the simplest mode of effecting the 
transference that would become neces- 


sary should the conclusion be arrived at 
that it was advisable and proper that a 
change should be made. 

Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid.) said, that no doubt there was no 
one in the other House more conversant 
with Scotch affairs than Lord Balfour 


of Burleigh. He protested, however, 
against the choice of a Peer as Minister 
for Scotland. The result was very in- 
convenient. Lord Advocates, in conse- 
quence, perhaps, of their legal training, 
and other circumstances, were seldom in 
such touch with the views of the public 
at large as to be capable of dealing with 
political matters from a broad point of 
view. It was, therefore, very desirable 
that they should have in that House a 
Secretary for Scotland who was in touch 
with the people. In consequence of the 
selection of a Member of the other 
House for this office there arose a very 
awkward circumstance. 

THe CHAIRMAN: In my opinion, 
this discussion is really out of order. 
All that Members are entitled to do 
upon the Votes for the Secretary for 
Scotland and his office is to criticise 
any official act of his. His position in 
the other House cannot be discussed 


{27 Avaust 1895} 





Supply. 926 


on this Vote. I do not say it cannot 
be discussed in this House, but this is 
not the proper time for discussing it. 

Mr. CALDWELL said, that when 
Lord Lothian was Secretary for Scot- 
land, a discussion of this kind was 
raised on the Vote before the Com- 
mittee. One objection taken then was 
that Lord Lothian was not in the 
Cabinet. He should not pursue the 
subject further. He thought he had 
already sufficiently indicated what in- 
convenience was caused by the fact 
that the Secretary for Scotland sat in 
the other House. He wished to impress 
upon that official that he ought to take 
steps to keep sheriffs-substitute within 
bounds in their criticism of Acts of 
Parliament. Last Session an Act en- 
titied “ Fatal Accidents Inquiry (Scot- 
land) Act” was passed with the approval 
of both Parties. A sheriff-substitute, who 
had been called upon to administer that 
law, had said that, in his opinion, the 
Act was unnecessary and would not 
accomplish any good purpuse ; that it 
would add materially to the expenses 
of the country; would cast upon the 
officials a large amount of extra work, 
and would cause much inconvenience 
to jurors. The Secretary for Scotland 
could exercise a certain amount of super- 
vision over these sheriffs-substitute. 

Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. A. Granam Murray, 
Buteshire) said, that the Secretary for 
Scotland could not exercise such super- 
vision as the hon. Member supposed. 
That being the case, was the hon. Member 
in order ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN : If the statement 
of thes hon. Member (Mr. Graham 
Murray) is correct, and I must presume 
it is, the position of sheriffs-substitute 
and their acts cannot be discussed on 
this Vote. 

Mr. CALDWELL said, that there 
were other matters to which he wished 
to call attention. Why was not the 
amount set down for estimated travel- 
ling expenses smaller? Last year the 
amount spent was less by £250 than 
the sum originally asked for. Why had 
no attention been paid to that increase 
this year? The same amount was asked 
for, and, in his opinion, it seemed strange 
to ask for £250 more than experience 
had shown to be required. Some ex- 
planation ought to be given. Of course, 
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if there was good reason to believe that 
there would be greater expenditure this 
year than in preceding years, that would 
be a complete justification for the demand 
that was now made. The same criticism 
applied to the item for special inquiries. 

Much more was being asked for than 
was found to be necessary last year. 
Unless there was some special reason 
for anticipating an increase of expendi- 
ture under this head, the Treasury ought 
to be contented with the sum which ex- 
perience showed to have been sufficient 
hitherto. If more money was granted 
under these heads than was really re- 
quired, the surplus was appropriated to 
other items. in the accounts, and _ this 
ought to be avoided, if possible. 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE pointed 
out that the hon. Member was not 
accurate when he said that the Scotch 
Office could appropriate any excess to 
other items of the account. Any excess 
would go to the Treasury balances, and 
it could only be applied to other items 
by the consent of the Treasury. It did 
not appear that there had been any such 
application in the past year, and there- 
fore the hon. Member’s remarks lacked 
It was necessary in these 


substance. 
Votes to provide for fluctuating ex- 
penses ; to provide enough to cover both 
the average expenditure and contingent 


increments. It was not desirable to 
present supplementary Estimates when, 
by a little forethought, it could be pre- 
vented. The figures to which the hon. 
Member had drawn attention were 
revised each year, and were fixed, as 
far as possible, in accordance with the 
average expenditure. But, as he had 
said, provision must be made for con- 
tingencies. It was impossible to foresee 
with certainty what inquiries might 
have to be made in the course of a year 
by the Scotch Department—inquiries, 
for example, into the progress of harbour 
works, in which subject some hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite had shown so much 
interest. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) called attention to the threat- 
ened destruction of the Falls of Foyers, 
and asked the Lord Advocate what 
steps, if any, the Government had taken 
in order to preserve in their natural 
magnificence one of the finest waterfalls 
in the United Kingdom. He was aware 
that the reply of the late Secretary for 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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Scotland was that he had no power to 
interfere, the County Council of Inver- 
ness being the body which, after all, was 
responsible ; but, in view of the close 
communication between the Scotch Office 
and the County Councils, he submitted 
that it would not be outside the admin- 
istrative powers of the Scotch Office if 
they made some representation to the 

County Council on the subject. The 
present Government were showing their 
interest in the Highlands by a measure 
they were bringing forward at the 
present time, but it was no use offering 
Government guarantees if they were not 
going to prevent the destruction of the 
beautiful scenery of the country. Could 
not the right hon. Gentleman, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary for Scot- 
land, do something to satisfy the strong 
public opinion which had been expressed 
in regard to this matter? He was 
informed that a considerable change of 
opinion had taken place in the last few 
months, many men who formerly sup- 
ported the operations of the Company 
being now desirous of putting an end to 
them. He was informed that an in- 
fluential Member of the present Govern- 
ment was a director of the Company. 
If that was not the case, it would be 
well if an official denial were given to 
the statement. 

*Toe LORD ADVOCATE said, the 
hon. Member proposed to cast a con- 
siderable additional burden upon the 
Secretary for Scotland and himself. 
Parliament had not seen fit to place the 
natural scenery of Scotland under the 
protection of the Scotch Office, and, 
apart from that, the Falls of Foyers 
were a case of private property, tempered 
only by the fact that certain rights were 
vested in the representative local body. 
That was the situation ; and there was 
absolutely no power on the part of the 
Scotch Office to interfere short of legisla- 
tion. There was, however, another 
aspect of the question than that to which 
the hon. Member had adverted, and 
that was the industrial aspect. He knew 
the Falls of Foyers very well, and he 
had further made himself acquainted 
with the papers in the Scotch Office 
relating to the proposed utilisation of 
the waterfalls. He would further look 
into the matter in conjunction with the 
Secretary for Scotland, but it must be 
understood that he should have regard, 
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not only to the general interest of pre- 
serving intact such a notable feature of 
the scenery of Scotland, but also the 
industrial ‘aspect of it, and its bearing 


upon the employment of the people in | 


the neighbourhood. 

Mr. DALZIEL, with regard to the 
labour aspect of the question, said, that he 
was informed there would not be more 
than 100 people employed, of whom not 
one-sixth would belong to the locality. 
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Dr. CLARK : Has he any other ap- 


pointment or salary ? 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE: That I 
am afraid I cannot answer. 

| _ Mr. J. G. WEIR: Then I hope the 
|right hon. Gentleman will inquire. I 
object to these gentlemen holding dual 
offices. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE: I have 
no doubt he devotes his whole time to 
_the work of the Scotch Office. 





If legislation was necessary he believed) Mr. R. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) 
that, even at this period of the Session, wished to say a word with respect to the 
a Bill would be passed without the | keen feeling which existed in Scotland 
slightest opposition. |as to the projected destruction of one 
Dr. CLARK (Caithness) regretted | of the most beautiful scenic ornaments 
very much they had not the Secretary of the country, he meant the Falls of 
for Scotland here. Some of them fought | Foyers. 
this question 10 years ago, but were) THE CHAIRMAN: Perhaps the hon. 
defeated, and since then both the late | Gentleman was not in the House a short 
and the present Government had ap-|time ago when that question was dis- 


pointed Peers to the office. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
I have already called the right hon. 
Gentleman to order in referring to that 
point ; it is distinctly out of order on 
this Vote. 

Dr. CLARK : The Vote is the salary 


of the Secretary for Scotland. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : That 
thing ; his position in another place is 
another thing. The former can be dis- 
cussed, the second cannot. 

Dr. CLARK: I am not discussing 
his position in another place. Iam dis- 
cussing his position in this place. How- 
ever, | have merely incidentally alluded 
to the point, and do not wish to pursue 
it. There was one item he wished in- 
formation about, and that was the private 
secretary to the Secretary for Scotland. 
The late Secretary went to the War 
Office and took one of the senior 
clerks there, and employed him as his 
private secretary. This gentleman 
would have £600 or £700 a year from 
the War Office, and to take him away 
from his proper work and to give him 
an additional £300 a year as private 
secretary to the Scottish Secretary, he 
protested, was a very wrong and objection- 
able thing to do. Who was the present 
secretary ¢ 
*THe LORD ADVOCATE: He is 
quite a different gentleman. The 
present Secretary has taken over the 
private secretary to the Permanent 
Under Secretary for Scotland. 


is one| 


cussed, and the Lord Advocate replied. 

Mr. WALLACE: No. 

THe CHAIRMAN: After the right 
hon. Gentleman’s explanation I must 
rule all further discussion on that subject 
out of order. 

Mr. WALLACE said, he should like 
to press on the Lord Advocate to do all 
he could, officially or otherwise. 

THe CHAIRMAN : In consequence 
|of the absence of the hon. Gentleman, 
|he probably did not hear the answer of 
the Lord Advocate. 

Mr. WALLACE said, that of course 
if the Lord Advocate had stated that he 
would do all in his power it would be 
impertinent for him to press upon the 
right hon. Gentleman the existence of a 
national feeling of which he must be 
| aware as well as he, and he was perfectly 
sure, with regard to the circumstances 
with which it originated, the right hon. 
Gentleman appreciated the disaster 
which would ensue to the highest and 
noblest national interests of their 
governed country if this calamity were 
allowed to overtake it, merely for the 
sake of a commercial profit which could 
be secured otherwise as fully as in the 
way now projected. 

Vote agreed to. 

On the Vote of £14,341, to complete 
the sum for salaries and expenses of the 
Fishery Board in Scotland, and grants 
in aid of piers and quays, 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said, he did not object to this Vote in the 
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slightest degree, but on the contrary, he 
acknowledged with thankfulness that 
the Scotch Fishery Board were doing 
admirable work for the fisheries of the 
country generally. He felt it was quite 
justifiable for an English Member to 
intervene for a moment, because it was 
impossible to localise the question of 
fishing. Scotch fishermen came and 
fished in English waters, and English 
fishermen fished in Scotch waters. He 
acknowledged at once that the scientific 
work—for which a grant of only £1,800 
was provided—had been most excellently 
done by the Scotch Fishery Board. In 
fact that which was most useful for their 
guidance, and which told them the best 
means of preserving their fisheries from 
depletion, was really due to the ad- 
mirable works and reports published by 
the Scotch Fishery Board, and by the 
Lancashire Sea Fisheries District Com- 
mittee, and perhaps one other similar 
body. Both from the point of view 
of occupying a large number of people, 
and of providing most wholesome diet 
and food, as well as for recruiting 


the Navy, he thought their fisheries 
were entitled to be encouraged in every 
possible way. 


That was especially so, 
when they remembered that 
statistics—which he believed were dealt 
with more carefully in Scotland than in 
England—showed conclusively to his 
mind that while the catching power had 
been vastly increased, the catch re- 
mained very nearly stationary. That 
all pointed to what was a matter of 
great national concern, namely, that 
unless they in England, did take some 
steps, as had been done for Scotland, and 
as other nations had done, they would 
run a grave risk of over-fishing their 
seas to an extent which would prevent 
their being as productive as they might 
be. The work of the National Sea 
Fisheries’ Association, and the Reports 
of the Scowch Fishery Board, had 
shown that wherever they had shoal 
waters those were the breeding places 
and nurseries for fish, and one of 
the difficulties they had to deal with in 
protecting these nurseries, was that they 
could only be protected within the 
territorial limit of three miles. There 
were many such isolated places intheopen 
ocean, and many such nurseries and hat- 
cheries of fish which extended far beyond 
the three-mile limit. One of the things 
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they had to do to preserve their 
fisheries was to protect them from de- 
pletion by these breeding grounds 
and nurseries being fished for immature 
fish by trawlers and others, who undoubt- 
edly made great inroads on the fish 
in this way. The sea fishers of the 
United Kingdom had at any rate 
shown that they did not want to take 
everything to-day, and leave nothing for 
to-morrow, and they realised as strongly 
as anybody the necessity of some wider 
regulations and restrictions in prevent- 
ing the catching of under-sized fish. He 
was afraid, the other day, when the 
question of the Foreign Office Estimate 
was before them, the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs was scarcely alive to 
the vast importance of making conven- 
tions with foreign nations in order to 
achieve this object, namely, to enable 
us to protect the extra - territorial 
portion of the ocean, and _ prevent 
foreigners coming within the proposed 
extended territorial limits to catch fish 
while our own fishermen might be ex- 
cluded. It was by conventions with 
foreign nations that they could best 
and most effectually protect the harvest 
of the sea. Other nations had shown 
themselves more advanced on this 
subject, by legislation prohibiting the 
capture of under-sized fish in territorial 
waters, ¢.y., Holland, Denmark, Germany, 
and France. What they ought to do 
was to protect their seas against being 
over-fished, and, as Canada and some of 
their Colonies had done with the best ad- 
vantage, take some artificial means of 
replenishing the seas at the same time, 
so as to continue the product of the sea. 
With regard to the administration of 
the Scotch Fishery Department, he 
thought there was one disparity which 
might be remarked upon. He would 
add here that there were too many 
disparities between the higher and 
lower offices in their service. The higher 
offices were generally well paid—much 
too highly in some cases—and in the 
lower, as compared with the higher 
offices, there was too great a difference 
between the remuneration. The Chair- 
man of the Scotch Fishery Board had a 
salary of £800 a year. He knew that 
in the case of the former occupant of 
that Board it was alleged that he had 
not those special and expert qualifica- 
tions which were almost essential in one 
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filling such a position. He did not 
know whether the present occupant—a 
former Member of that House---had more 
experience, but he would press that this 
was a question which should be dealt 
with from a higher scientific standpoint. 
He found, on the other hand, that the 
practical men, like the General Inspector 
of Fisheries, received only £300 a year, 
and the Secretary £400. That seemed 
to him a disparity which ought, if 
possible, to be remedied. The salary of 
the Inspector, who required special quali- 
fications, might at any rate be increased, 
and for the mere nominal duties of pre- 
siding over meetings, and_ generally 
administering the affairs of the depart- 
ment, he thought the chairmanship 
might be well paid with a less sum. In 
the Scotch Fishery Bill of last Session, 
he believed there was a clause inserted 
to enable the subject to be dealt with by 
some reconstruction, and if that was in- 
tended, he hoped some attempt would be 
made to consider whether the scientific 
portion of the department might not be 
more amply paid and some reduction 
made, if not with reference to the pre- 
sent occupant, at some future time, in 


the salary attaching to the chairmanship 


of the Board. He again bore testimony 
to the value of the work done by the 
Scotch Fishery Board, and hoped the 
results achieved would lead to the 
establishment of a similar Board for 
England to do that general scientific 
and practical work, which at present 
was done by only one or two 
Fishery Committees, notably by Lanca- 
shire, and which ought to be done on a 
larger and more general scale. They 
were indebted to the Scotch Fishery 
Board for much scientific and practical 
knowledge which could not fail to be of 
great advantage to their Fishery Com- 
mittees. The Government ought also to 
act without delay upon the Report of the 
Sea Fisheries Committee, by legislation, 
and conventions to prevent the destruc- 
tion of immature and under-sized flat fish. 
*Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that 
the Fishery Bill of last Session to which 


the hon. Member had referred, while pro- | 


posing to bring about a reconstitution of 
the Fishery Board left the chairmanship 
as it was before. The hon. Gentleman 
was in error in describing the duties of 
the chairman as merely nominal. The 
whole of the executive duties of the 
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Board fell upon him, and he had to 
devote the whole of his time to their dis- 
charge. The present chairman was a 
gentleman who was eminently qualified 
to deal with the many administrative 
duties he was called upon to perform. 
He joined his hon. Friend in what he 
took to be a general complaint with 
regard to fishery matters. He thought 
they had grounds for complaining 
that the late Government were not able 
to, and that the present Government 
had not taken any steps to, carry out 
any of the substantial recommendations 
of Lord Tweedmouth’s Committee. One 
of the recommendations of that Com- 
mittee was that a separate Fishery 
Board should be established for England. 
He need not say much as to the £3,000 
grant for harbours. So far from that 
being an excessive grant, it was hardly 
an adequate grant for the purpose for 
which it was wanted, viz., the building 
of fishery harbours on the coast of 
Scotland. He would like to urge on 
the Government the necessity of taking 
early steps to endeavour to bring about 
among the maritime Powers round the 
North Sea some international agreement 
for the protection of fisheries in that 
sea. ‘The 1882 Convention was satis- 
factory at the time it was brought 
about, but it was brought about 
only after a good deal of negotiation 
and after the lapse of a considerable 
number of years. Fisheries had since 
developed in various ways and none 
more so than those of the North Sea. 
He thought it was urgently necessary 
that the Government should endeavour 
to carry out the recommendations made 
by Lord Tweedmouth’s Committee, that 
steps should be taken to summon the 
various Powers on the North Sea so that 
they might agree on certain international 
arrangements. They wanted better 
international protection against the 
catching of undersized fish. There was 
another point, namely, with regard to 
the regulations and further prohibition 
of trawling. That was a grievance not 
only in England and Scotland but in all 
the fishing communities in western 
Europe, and there was not a single 
nation in western Europe that had not 
made regulations and passed legislation 
with regard to this subject. Norway 
and Sweden had already extended their 
territorial limits for fishing purposes ; 
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Spain and Portugal had, and France in 
some parts had done the same, and the 
Select Committee of 1893 recommended 
that this country should have the power 
also to extend the territorial limit. They 
had a special claim upon the Govern- 
ments because it was the present Prime 
Minister who got an Amendment intro- 
duced into the Fishery Bill of last year 
in the House of Lords to the effect that 
the proposed extension of the territorial 
limit should not come into operation 
until an international agreement had 
been arrived at. When the Prime 
Minister introduced a limiting amend- 
ment of that sort they had fair ground 
for calling on him at the earliest date 
to enter into negotiations with the 
North Sea Powers to bring about that 
which he recognised as a desirable 
object. There was another point he 
wished to refer to, namely, that they 
might pass what good legislation they 
pleased, but it was not of much use if it 
was not properly administered and there 
was not an efficient body to’ administer 
it. (Hear, hear!”] With regard to 
the better provision of sea police on the 


coast of Scotland, and particularly on 
the east coast, the Lord Advocate gave 
him rather an unsatisfactory answer to 


a question he put to him. 
the right hon. Gentleman telling him 


{COMMONS} 





Instead of | 
| work indeed. 


what he was going to do, he only told | 
him what the late Government had not | 


done. 


late Government in this respect. The 
Jackal was told off for duty on the 
Moray Firth, and there were certain 
other vessels told off for duty on the 
north and west coasts, but there were 
not nearly enough vessels on those coasts, 
and there were none on the east coast. 
The Admiralty had during the past year 
or two certainly shown a greater willing- 
ness to accede to their demands and 
they had on certain occasions sent 
better vessels for the protection of the 
fishing interests. But they wanted 
a regular supply of good fast vessels 
that would make the system of sea 
police an active and permanent reality. 
{ Hear, hear!” ] It was almost im- 
possible for them to continually bring 
before this House the constant infringe- 
ment of the regulations of the Fishery 
Board, and he did not think that that 


Mr. Buchanan. 


They never professed to be con-| 
tent with the neglect of duty of the 
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was a duty which ought to be imposed 
on them. They looked to the Govern. 
ment to do something in this respect and 
to give them a more efficient marine 
police than they had had in the past. A 
further point he desired to bring before 
the Government was that though the 
Fishery Board had by no means too much 
money for the discharge of its duties, 
it had to spend a sum of £1,000 a year 
and might be obliged to spend upwards 
of £1,500 a year in the payment of 
guarantees for telegraphic and _ postal 
stations in the Highlands of Scotland. 
He thought that was irrational and un- 
fair. It was irrational to make one 
Department of the State expend money 
foranother Department, and it was unfair 
that while the Post Office took the pro- 
fits of the large fishing stations, the 
maintenance of these smaller and less pro- 
fitable stations should be imposed on the 
limited resources of the Fishery Board. 
He observed that during tie General 
Election a Cabinet Minister stated that 
one of the administrative reforms of the 
Government was that they would do 
something to do away with the restric- 
tions upon the extension of the postal 


and telegraphic facilities in the remote 


districts of the country. Ifthe Govern- 
ment did that they would do very good 
It was a perfectly inde- 
fensible anomaly that £1,000 a year 
should be paid for the purpose he referred 
to, and he looked forward to the present 
Government removing it at the earliest 
possible date. 

Sir W.WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) 
desired to express his general agreement 
with what had fallen from the hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire, to whom 
they were much indebted for having 
brought in a Bill which enabled the 
Fishery Board to make better use of the 
Parliamentery Grant than they made 
before. The only point on which he 
wished to express a little disagreement 
with the hon. Gentleman was with 
regard to the class of vessels which 
he thought should be used for the 
purpose of sea police. His hon. Friend 
referred with approval to the ships of 
the Royal Navy but he (Sir W. 
Wedderburn) thought the duty would 
not be properly performed until they 
got a better class of boat, one really 
suited to police work. The fact was 
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that as soon as poaching trawlers saw 
a gunboat in the distance they 
disappeared. What was wanted was 
some fast vessel which would 
not be so very noticeable, or, as 
was said in Scotland ken- speckled. 
Trawlers would make the best possible 
police boats. The present vessels were 
not so swift as the poachers they were 
sent to catch. Therefore, he would im- 
press on the present Government, as he 
had impressed on the last, the necessity 
of placing a special class of police boats 
around the Scottish coasts, and of putting 
on board them practical fishermen, who 
would be able to render valuable assist- 
ance to the police to catch the violators 
of the fishery bye-laws. He did not 
make any complaints against the Fishery 
Board. They could not make bricks 
without straw ; and £3,000 a year was 
altogether insufficient to do their work. 
Again and again there had been terrible 
disasters amongst the fishing fleets. 
Again and again inquiries had been held 
to look into this matter, and recommen- 
dations had been made to increase the 
grant to the Fishery Board for providing 
harbours of refuge. One very import- 
ant Commission had recommended £9,000 
for the purpose of providing harbours, 
and that was at a time when fishing 
boats were not so large, and the need 
for harbours was not so great as at the 
present time. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR agreed with the 
hon. Baronet, the Member for Banffshire, 
that £3,000 a year was terribly in- 
adequate for piers and harbours in the 
north-east of Scotland. With regard to 
the question of trawling, he thought the 
sooner the territorial limit of three miles 
was extended the better. It was the 
custom around the Island of Lewis for 
the trawlers to come within the three 
miles limit, and to fish close to the shore, 
with the result that the nets of the 
fishermen were destroyed. The great 
thing in the interest of the fishing in- 
dustry was to keep the trawlers well 
away from the fishing nets. He had 
been told by fishermen off the coast of 
Ross-shire that the fish last year were 
much larger in size than in former years, 
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the ears of the Secretary for Scotland 
and the Admiralty. It was painful to 
be continually appealing to the Scotch 
Office for additional sea police. It was 
only after persistent application that two 
gunboats had been sent to the north-east 
coast to protect the fishermen from the 
cruel harm done to them by the trawlers. 
But those gunboats were neither suffi- 
cient in number nor energetic in action to 
protect the fishing industry from the 
injury done to it by the trawlers. If the 
Fishery Board had not the power to deal 
with the gunboats, that power ought to 
be given tothem. At one time it was 
said the gunboats were under the 
control of the Admiralty, and at another 
that the Admiralty had issued instruc- 
tions to the gunboats to attend to the 
orders of the Fishery Board. But more 
gunboats ought to be available, and they 
ought to discharge the duty of watching 
those sea thieves, the trawlers. There 
were plenty of gunboats lying idle and 
rotting at Portsmouth and Chatham, 
whereas if they were sent north they 
would do good work, get fine air, 
beautiful scenery, and the men would 
lead sober lives. He found the sum of 
£1,685 for the travelling expenses and 
subsistence of the Board Inspectors and 
officers. He wanted to know how many 
members of the Board travelled, and 
particularly whether the Inspector of 
Salmon Fisheries travelled. In future 
he hoped that more detailed accounts 
would be given. Where were the 
fishery correspondents, mentioned in the 
Estimate, stationed? It was most diffi- 
cult for the poor fishermen in the remote 
districts to lodge complaints with the 
Fishery Inspector. There were no light 
railways, tramways, or omnibuses. The 
men had to walk—often 30 miles and 
30 miles back—and then they might find 
the Fishery Inspector was away. It was 
absurd that there should be no one to 
whom they could make their complaints ; 
and some effort ought to be made to 
make their lot a little lighter in this 
respect. The fishermen had been told 
to act as their own police; but if they 
were to board a trawler, he supposed the 
next thing that would happen to them 











which was ascribed to the fact that the 
gunboat off that shore had displayed 
greater energy than usual in watching 
the trawlers, thanks to the frequent 
complaints that had been dinned into 


would be their arrest. Then, as to post 
and telegraph office extension, it was 
absurd for the State toask for guarantees 
from poor fishermen before making these 
extensions. The men do not possibly give 
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guarantees, and there ought to be some 
arrangement made to meet these special 
cases. It was not worthy of a Govern- 
ment Department of the State to ask for 
guarantees from such poor people. 

THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is not in order in calling attention to 
this subject now. 

Mr. WEIR, continuing, asked where 
the block was in relation to grants in 
aid of piers and quays? Was it at 
the Scotch Office? Then, a second-hand 
yacht had been bought asa cruiser for 
£5,000. The vessel was quite unfit for 
sea in winter. She cost £350 in repairs 
the first year, and £400 in repairs the 
second year, £450 was spent in coals, 
though her coal carrying capacity was 
only 23 tons, and in fine weather she 
would, no doubt, be run under sail. 
Then, as to the Jackal, had the officers no 
regular holidays that they should be 
always going away to play golf? Let 


them take their holidays at a time when 
their presence was not required by the 
fishermen. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is repeating the argument he used 
about half-an-hour ago. 


I must ask him 
to be more relevant to the Vote, or, I 
warn him, I shall have to put the Stand- 
ing Order in force against him. 

Mr. WETR said, that the Commander 
of the Jackal was paid £100 by the 
Fishery Board, in addition to his salary 
as an Officer of the Navy. Why should 
the Fishery Board he saddled with that 
charge? Similar gratuities were paid to 
commanders of gunboats, who were sup- 
posed to be doing the work which they 
were ordered by the Admiralty to do. 
Why then, these incessant gratuities 4 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, the Committee must feel 
themselves strongly privileged to have 
listened to so stirring an oration, full of 
wisdom and sense, its only defect being 
that it was too brief. The speech of the 
hon. Member, as well as that of the hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire, were 
one long moan over the absence of police 
in Scotland, and of gunboats to inter- 
fere with Scottish fishermen. He had 
always understood that the Scotch were, 
up to this moment, a proud, independent 
people, perfectly capable of taking care 
of their own fish, and on occasion of 
other people’s cattle. He was, therefore, 
shocked to hear them come to the House 


Mr. J. G. Weir. 
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of Commons and whine for more police, 
more gunboats, and more inspectors, 
What were the gunboats wanted for} 
In order to oppress the trawlers. [‘“ Hear, 
hear !”| There were two kinds of sea 
fishermen. There were the real seafaring 
| fishermen—the trawlers—who went to 
'sea and remained away from home for 
| long periods, and upon whom the country 
was dependent for its supply of fish at 
all seasons. Then there were the long- 
shore fishermen, the beach-combers ; and 
they complained under the impression 
that the trawlers did them an injury. 
It was the quarrel between the long- 
shore fishermen and the trawlers that 
the House of Commons was being in- 
cessantly occupied with. The way to 
deal with the fishermen was to let them 
alone. It was the greatest rubbish to 
speak about the destruction of the fish, 
because reproduction went on much 
faster than the capture or the destruction. 
Then, as to immature fish, he maintained 
that they were some of thé best. He 
did not want to have a whale put on his 
plate. [Zaughter.| He much preferred 
a seven-inch sole. When thcse so-called 
immature fish were brought up in the 
trawl, in nine cases out of ten they were 
dead ; and it would be therefore useless 
to throw them into the sea again. It 
would be much better to sell them, and 
to let someone eat them. He could not 
understand the attempt to tyrannise over 
the trawler. If anyone was to be dealt 
with it was the longshore fisherman. 
Hon. Gentlemen were so hard against 
the trawler because the longshore fisher- 
man was always at home to vote for him 
while the trawler was generally at sea. 
The hon. Gentleman also wanted the Gov- 
ernmentto come to aninternational agree- 
ment to extend the territorial limit, or to 
do something very much like prohibiting 
trawling over the North Sea. Those 
agreements were extremely objectionable, 
because they could only result in placing 
English and Scottish fishermen under 
foreign jurisdiction. As to grants for 
piers and harbours, he recommended 
Scotchmen to rely more upon themselves ; 
let them take an example from the 
Englishman, who never received grants 
and never asked for them. [* Oh! oh!”] 
It was true that some years ago a loan 
was made to Lowestoft ; but the harbour 
became practically bankrupt, and the 
harbour was seized and sold. From that 
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day the prosperity of Lowestoft began to| three miles from the coast ; not to blow 
increase, for the men of Lowestoft took|them up with torpedoes, but to make 
the matter in hand themselves. At! them keep to their own places so as to 
this moment Lowestoft was one of the) give the longshore fishermen a fair 
foremost fishing-places for trawlers on| chance of a good catch. The 13 mile 
the East Coast ; it was beating Yarmouth, | limit against trawlers would be in- 
which was the traditional place for fisher- operative without a convention against 
men. ‘This result had been achieved|the foreign trawler. The question of 
without any grant from the State, and| marine police was a large one; but he 
by the Lowestoft men themselves. | thought it would be a difficult question 
The same thing was to be seen at|to go into at great length on this Vote, 
Grimsby and _ Brixham. Weidaaiien | boonens the question was -not so much 
seemed to be under the impression | whether the money voted by the Com- 
that if they could get moriey it| mittee was well spent, but whether 
would be an advantage to them. Hej|the departments concerned could do 
was their friend, and he thought it| more than they were doing to keep the 
would be a great disadvantage to them.|trawlers within their proper limits. 
It would be much better that they should| He was happy to say that some steps 
provide their own harbours and boats, | had been already taken in that direction. 
and go fishing on their own account. The last report of the Fishery Board 
The modern Scotsman seemed never to | contained a history of the proceedings of 
think himself safe unless he had a police-| the new steam cruiser, the Vigilant, 
man on one side, an inspector on the other, | whose action to a large extent obviated 
and a couple of gunboats in the offing. | the criticisms which had been made. The 
He trusted that the House had heard| cruiser had been so strengthened as to 
nearly the last of this concerted attack | be able to do what had not been done 
on a useful and able body of seamen like | previously. It was obviously a difficult 
the trawlers. They did no harm to the | question how far the Navy was to render 
fish, and it was monstrous that the long-| police services; but the Admiralty had 
shore fishermen should send Members to | of late gone as far as they could be 
the House because they had votes, while | expected to go in giving police aid to 
the trawlers had not, to make a kind of | fishermen. The Vi gilant had succeeded 
crusade against the best body of seamen | in catching two offending trawlers 
the country possessed. |W ithin the last twelve months, and that 
*Toe LORD ADVOCATE said, it) showed that she had sufficient strength 
was hardly necessary for him to hold the| to perform that duty. There were a 
balance between the opposite views that | large number of complaints which did 
had been expressed with reference to one | [not lead to prosecutions, such as that 
of the most important interests in the|out-of-bounds trawlers did not carry 
country. He reminded the last speaker | | their marks as they ought to do; but, 
that, although he might be of opinion | undoubtedly the fact that the cruiser was 
that the trawling industry was of enor-| going about on the look-out for them 
mous importance, strong views were held | had a very salutary effect in diminishing 
in Scotland on the matter, which turned | grounds of complaint and prosecutions. 
not so much on the view that they ought | The minor criticisms of the hon. Member 
to chase the trawlers from the sea, but! for Ross he might pass over, because 
on the view that the behests of Parlia-| they were devoted to little items. The 
ment ought to be obeyed, and that the charge of £100 for one of Her Majesty’s 
limits fixed by legislation should be ships placed at the disposal of the 
carried out. That was the whole of the Fishery Board was in accordance with 
trawling question at the present time. established practice. The details that 
The question mentioned by the hon. had been asked for could not well be 
Member for East Aberdeen, as to the introduced into Estimates; they were 
possibility of a convention beingnecessary | rather details of expenditure, and would 
for that end, sprang mainly from the fact | be found in the accounts of the expen- 
that the Fishery Act passed for Scotland diture. He appealed to hon. Members 
a month or two ago contained a thirteen- | to allow the ‘Vote to be taken now. 

mile limit. It was desired to have) Dr. CLARK must remind the hon. 
power to exclude trawlers beyond the Members for East Islington and King’s 
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Lynn that, although Parliament passed 
a Bill last year, a clause in the Act 
would remain inoperative until there 
was an international conference, and 
until its operation outside the three- 
mile limit was agreed to by the foreign 
Powers. This was not, as had been 
assumed, a question between longshore- 
men and trawlers; and the evidence 
given before the Select Committee 
showed that the demand for protection 
did not come from longshore men so 
much as from trawlers. They alleged 
that the great fishery beds of the North 
Sea were being destroyed by steam 
trawlers, which trawled forwards and 
backwards over those beds. It was the 
steam trawlers that wanted protection 
against themselves. If the hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn would only inform 
himself of the facts, he could not make 
the speeches he did. Under the powers 
conferred by the Act, the Fishery Board 
for Scotland had determined that, within 
the three-mile limit, certain places should 
not be fished by steam trawlers ; and 
what had been asked for was a sea 
police to prevent the law being broken. 
Very much policeing would not be re- 
quired, because the penalty had been 
raised from £5 to £100, and you could 
not only seize a trawler and confiscate 
her nets, but you could send the men to 
prison. The exercise of these powers 
would soon prove a sufficient deterrent ; 
but something should be done by the 
Government to bring about interna- 
tional agreement for the preservation 
of valuable nurseries of fish which would 
otherwise be destroyed. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A.J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) said, there was an understanding 
that these Scotch Votes were to be dis- 
posed of in two hours, and, as that time 
had been exceeded, he hoped some pro- 
gress might now be made. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £6,123, to complete 
the sum for the Local Government Board, 
Scotland, 


Dr. CLARK asked what was being 
done with regard to a Caithness parish 
under the provisions of. the Parish 
Councils Act, for the formation of eccle- 
siastical into civil parishes. 


Dr. Clark. 


{COMMONS} 
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Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. A. Granam Murray, 
Buteshire) said, the matter was under 
the consideration of the Secretary for 
Scotland, and it raised questions of 
policy into which it would not be 
advisable to enter at present. 


Crass IIT. 


Vote of £57,736 (including a Supple- 
mentary sum of £7,000), to complete the 
sum for Law Charges and Courts of Law, 
Scotland—agreed to. 


Vote of £22,004, to complete the sum 
for Register House, Edinburgh—agreed 
to. 


Vote of £3,605, to complete the sum 
for Crofters’ Commission—agreed to. 


Vote of £56,818, to complete the sum 
for Prisons, Scotland—agreed. to. 


Crass IT. 


Vote of £2,221, to complete the sum for 
Household of Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £24,850 for the salaries 
and expenses of the offices of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland in London and 
Dublin and subordinate departments, 


*Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.), ina 
maiden speech, said he rose to protest 
against the principle on which the affairs 
of Ireland were being administered by 
the Chief Secretary. He felt he made 
this protest almost at the invitation 
of Her Majesty’s Government, for 
the hon. Member for the Newton 
Division of Lancashire, who moved 
the Address in reply to the Speech 
from the Throne, stated in some- 
what apologetic tones, that the reason 
Her Majesty's Government presented 
the Queen’s Speech in the form of a blank 
sheet of paper (as far as Ireland was con- 
cerned) was in order to educate the new 
Members of the House of Commons. 
He accepted the free education so 
generously bestowed on new Menm- 
bers, but he protested against the 
Chief Secretary administering the affairs 
of Ireland on the lines of a blank sheet 
of paper. The hon. Gentleman either 
could not or would not see that the 
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agricultural necessities of Ireland called 
for his immediate attention. The Chief 
Secretary had said that he intended to 
conduct the administration of Ireland 
on the lines, not of the late Chief Secre- 
tary, but on those of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. But he had not done this, 
for the First Lord of the Treasury had 
told the House that it was necessary at 
once to deal with the land in Ireland, 
because the end of the judicial term of 
15 years for which rents were fixed by 
the Irish Land Commission was rapidly 
approaching. If five months ago it was 
absolutely necessary, according to the 
First Lord of the Treasury, the Chief 
Secretary would not maintain that it 
was less necessary now when they were 
five months nearer to the end of the 
judicial term. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, too, had said that this was 
a matter of supreme and immediate mo- 
ment to the wants of Ireland. Perhaps 
the Chief Secretary had satisfied the 
Member for South Tyrone and _ the 
Member for Waterford, on whom he 
lavished his praise on all possible occa- 
sions ; if so it was not too much to ask him 
to endeavour to administer the affairs of 
Ireland with some regard to the wishes 
and desires of the Nationalist Members 
who represented three-fourths of the 
wishes and desires of the Irish people. 
But the Chief Secretary in no uncertain 
tones told them that he was about to 
administer the law in Ireland in a spirit of 
inflexible and unchanging opposition to 
their desires. But Nationalist Members 
from Ireland were not dismayed by this, 
or the large majority by which the Chief 
Secretary intended to rule and govern 
their country. [Cheers.] They had faith 
in their well-tried Liberal friends, and 
in the honesty and fixity of purpose of 
the Democratic Liberal Party of this 
country. But they relied chiefly on the 
courage and undaunted determination of 
the Irish race to bring the administration 
of the Chief Secretary into harmony 
with their views and wishes. [Cheers.] 
Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 8S.) 
said, he hoped that in the interests of 
the landlords of Ireland alone the 
evicted tenants would have been rein- 
stated. The Chief Secretary might 
resort to coercion, but the cause of Ire- 
land would go on, and no matter what 
Government was in office the evicted 
tenants would have to be reinstated, for 


VOL, XXXVI. [FourtH sERtEs. | 


{27 Aueust 1895} 





Supply. 946 


if any class had been badly treated it 
was these evicted tenants. The Chief 
Secretary said his interference was un- 
necessary, for tenants were making ar- 
rangements with their landlords. But 
as far as South Monaghan was con- 
cerned the Secretary was wrong. Only 
one of thirty or forty farms, where there 
had been evictions, was in the hands of 
a “grabber.” This man was a process 
server—the most undesirable tenant a 
landlord could have, because each gale 
day he had to be processed for his rent. 
The remedy turned out to be worse than 
the disease, and the new tenant was 
worse than the old one. This tenant 
knew there would be a process for 
him, and he earned the money the 
process-server would get by going 
into the office, taking the process, 
and serving himself. [ZLawzhter.| He 
held in his hand a document which 
was uncontradictory, and which shewed 
that in a part of Ireland where the Plan 
of Campaign had been put into force the 
Land Commission had, in 114 cases, 
reduced the rents by 43} per cent. The 
tenants themselves would have been 
satisfied with a reduction of 30 per 
cent., and had that reduction been 
granted there would have been no Plan 
of Campaign on the estate. That this 
reduction had not been granted had been 
a cause of regret to the landlord ever 
since. With regard to the judicial rents 
it could not be denied that the Irish 
tenants were entitled to have their 
judicial rents revised. Let the Com- 
mittee remember the sort of weather that 
had prevailed in Ireland during the 
present year. There had been constant 
rain, with the result that the crop had 
been reduced to one-half of an average 
crop. As he understood that the right 
hon. Gentleman, the Chief Secretary, was 
about to go over to Ireland to inquire 
into the state of the country for himself 
he should wish to impress upon the mind 
of the right hon. Gentleman, if he 
desired to conciliate the Irish people, to 
be very careful as to the sources from 
which he obtained his information. If 
he did not take care it would be the old 
story of ‘ birds of a feather flock 
together,” and he would obtain his in- 
formation from Dublin Castle, which 
certainly would not assist him in under- 
standing the case of Ireland. He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
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several other Chief Secretaries had gone 
over to that country with the full inten- 
tion of settling the Irish question and 
that they had signally failed to accomplish 
their object. If the right hon. Gentleman 
allowed himself to be nobbled by either 
Dublin Castle or by the landlord class 
he would be discredited in Ireland as so 
many hon. Members from that side of 
the House had been in the past. He 
might tell the right hon. Gentleman that 
the vast majority of the people of Ireland 
looked with a great deal of suspicion 
upon him and his Government because 
they believed that he intended to carry 
into effect the expression of the noble 
Lord, the Prime Minister, with regard 
to 20 years’ firm rule of their country. 
If the right hon. Gentleman desired to 
make Ireland happy he must boldly 
strike out a new course for himself and 
must make an effort to raise her people 
from their present unfortunate position. 
If he adopted that course he would cause 
such peace in the country that none of 
the Queen’s armies could bring about. 
*Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) said, 
that he desired to take that opportunity 
of joining with his colleague, who had 
just sat down in his emphatic protest 
against the unfortunate position which 
the right hon. Gentleman, the Chief 
Secretary, had taken up in not only post- 
poning the much-needed Irish Land Bill 
until next year, but in declining to take 
any steps in the direction of relieving 
Trish agricultural distress and thus to 
enable the Irish farmer to tide over the 
difficulties which now threatened to 
overwhelm him. He was aware from 
the replies which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had given to the inquiries that had 
been addressed to him upon this subject 
by himself and his colleagues that he did 
not admit that any particular emergency 
existed in Ireland that called for imme- 
diate action. He, however, would most re- 
spectfully recommend the right hon. Gen- 
tleman not to place too implicit a reliance 
upon the reports and the figures which 
were furnished to him by the Irish Land 
Commissioners, because such a mistake 
had before now resulted in serious agra- 
rian trouble in Ireland. He had no desire 
to suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
had been intentionally misled and deceived 
by the Commissioners, because they were 
frequently misled and deceived them- 
selves. In order to show the unreliable 
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character of the information with which 
the Commissioners had furnished the 
right hon. Gentleman, he might mention 
that whilst the Commissioners had stated 
that the average price: of butter in the 
chief market towns in Munster during 
the quarter ending July last was 
73s. 114d. per ewt., to his knowledge 
excellent butter was selling in the country 
market towns near Cork during the 
whole of the summer at 4d. and 5d. alb. 
and even for less. Then, again, those 
gentlemen had said that the price 
of oats was likely to improve, they 
being apparently altogether unaware of 
the very important fact which he and 
his hon. Friends had brought to the 
notice of the right hon. Gentleman 
yesterday and to-day, namely, that owing 
tothe large quantities of old oatsat present 
held by Irish corn merchants which were 
unsaleable except at a loss; there was 
likely to be no market for new oatsexcept 
at a largely diminished price. These 
instances sufficiently proved what little 
reliance could be placed upon those 
oflicial and red-tape reports, especially in 
regard to matters which practical farmers 
alone were thoroughly competent to un- 
derstand. Living, as he did, in a purely 
agricultural district in Ireland and 
engaged, as he was, in farming pursuits, 
he thought that he might venture to 
speak with some little knowledge as to 
the condition of the farmers in one pro- 
vince of the country at all events, and 
he could say in all sincerity and without 
exaggeration or fear of contradiction that 
their position at the present moment was 
deplorable, or he might rather say 
desperate, because, as he had already 
pointed out, not only had the prices of 
such staples of Irish farm produce as 
butter and oats fallen to a point that 
had seldom been touched during the 
present century, but as his colleague had 
shown, the weather during the present 
year in Ireland had been of so disas- 
trous a character that the farmers 
of that country would have but 
little marketable produce to dispose of. 
The very long drought in the spring and 
early summer burnt up the grass and 
thus reduced the yield of milk, 
while the heavy rains of the past 
month had seriously damaged the corn. 
Green crops had also been dried up, and 
large patches of brown were to be seen 
in which no seed had vegetated, although, 
in many cases, it had been re-sown two 
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or three times over. The only good crop| was not too great for the limits of the 
in Ireland this year was the potato crop, | present Session. The Chief Secretary 
but although potatoes would happily | was going to bring in a Bill to renew 
keep the people of Ireland from starving, | one clause in the Land Purchase Act of 

tatoes would not pay rent. [‘* Hear,| 1881. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
hear!”] In the condition of general|man to include in that Bill a clause 
disaster which he had endeavoured very | renewing the section in the Act of 1887 
imperfectly to describe, he thought it| which gave the Land Commission power, 
was obvious that it would be impossible | by a sliding-scale, to vary the judicial 
for the farmers in the south of Ireland) rents. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] The right hon. 
to pay their rents in full this year; and| Gentleman had adopted the suggestion 
although he could notspeak with the same | with regard to the evicted tenants, but 
personal knowledge of the rest of the| there were happily a large number of 
country, from what he had seen, and/| tenants who were not evicted, and who 
heard and read, he was convinced that} were entitled to relief, which would have 
the farmers in the east, west and north | been granted to them by the late Govern- 
were in just as sorry a plight as their ment, and which the present Government 
brethren in the south. He would, there-| had stated must be withheld for the 
fore, earnestly press upon the right hon.| present. The Section in the Act of 





Gentleman to reconsider this vitally im- 
portant question with a view to giving 
some relief to those unfortunate Irish 
farmers, who, through no fault of their 
own, were in dire distress, and in sore 
and urgent need of assistance. He was 


| 1887 was ready to hand. It was passed 
|in a form not the most acceptable to 
Irish Members, inasmuch as it went solely 
on the price and took no account of the 
yield. It was passed by the Conservative 
Government of that day, and, moreover, 


sure that there were some Irish landlords| at a time when Mr. Justice O’Hagan 


in that House who would not oppose the 
passage of such a measure, for, if they 
had any acquaintance with the condition of 
Ireland at the present moment they must 


was at the head of the Land Commission, 
whereas the present members of that 
Commission were Conservative appoin- 
tees. He had never questioned the 





know that what he had stated was the 
simple truth. 
themselves reap the reward of such an 
act of justice in a contented tenantry and | 
a tranquil Ireland. [{Cheers.} | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) rose | 
for the purpose of making a suggestion 
to the Chief Secretary. It was, he said, 
beyond question that some relief was 
desirable and was expected by the tenant 
farmers of Ireland, who had _ been 
grievously disappointed at the non- 
passage of Mr. Morley’s Bill, to which 
they had looked forward with consider- 
able expectations, but the only answer 
which they now received was that they 


The Government would | 


integrity of Mr. Justice Bewley, and 
had, in fact, defended him and _ his 
colleagues when they were attacked in 
that House. Accordingly the landlords 
had now the advantage of a Tory Land 
Commission to make this revision, and it 
was a revision which must proceed solely 
upon prices, taking no account of yield. 
As a temporary means of relief, achiev- 
able in the present Session, he suggested 
to the Government the re-enactment of 
that section of their own Act of 1887. 
He did not expect the Chief Secretary to 
promise this off-hand, as the right hon. 
Gentleman was, unfortunately, nota Mem- 
ber of the Cabinet. It wasacertain, though 





must wait for another year and see what 
the Government would send them. | 
Another obstacle that had been put for- | 
ward was that the Land Commission | 
had given orders to postpone decisions 
till after the March gale, to see what the | 
Government were going to do. The 
weather during this month of August 
had been most extraordinarily disappoint- 
ing. The second crop of meadows was 
unreapable, while the first crop had been 
short owing to the droughts in the spring. 
The suggestion which he wished to make 





he did not say a substantial, measure 
of relief ; it was a manageable poultice 
to avery large sore. He had another 
suggestion tomake. The Chief Secretary 
had induced Mr. Justice Bewley to say 
that he would postpone judicial decisions 
for a certain time and under certain 
circumstances, thereby demonstrating 
that the Government were not without 
some means of connection and communi- 
cation with the Commission. In the 
case of the tenants who were not under 
the Land Commission, but under the 
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Land Judge’s Court, which embraced no 
less than one-third of the land in Ireland, 
he had induced the Government in 1887 
to insert a clause in the Bill of that year 
giving to the Land Judge an unrestricted 
right, upon the petitions of the tenants, 
to grant abatements of rent. The Land 
Judge should be prepared to give con-| 
cessions to the tenants in his Court, 
whether they were judicial tenants or 
whether they were not. At the present 
time the answer was that the tenants 
who had had their rents fixed ten years 
ago can get no relief from the Land 
Judge. He asked the Chief Secretary 
whether he would communicate with the 
Land Judge so that the rentals of the 
tenants who had had judicial rents fixed 
should not be considered like the laws 
of the Medes and Persians, but that 
they should be considered as subject to 
variations. This would, he suggested, 
go a long way to meet the case. He had 
heard the excuse repeatedly from the 
Chief Secretary and other Members of 
the Government whenever demands were 
made upon them, that they had only 
just come into office, and that, being 
only just in office, hon. Members 
must wait until time had been given 
to consider the subjects put forward. 
That, no doubt, from a personal point of 
view was a reasonable excuse, but from 
a national point of view, and having 
regard to the relations between England 
and Ireland, and the growing necessities 
of their country, it was no excuse at all. 
Sy Hear, hear !”|] He believed the right 
10n. Gentleman had been inducted into 
the most unpleasant and disagreeable 
of all the offices in the Government, and 
no one who considered the fate and 
fortunes of that post for many years past 
would think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was sitting on a bed of roses, or 
that at the end of his tenure of Office he 
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would be crowned with them. Sap sone 
But if they went back to the days o | 
Daniel O’Connell they would find that | 
the very same excuses were put forward | 
by the Chief Secretary then. The fact | 
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representatives went, was a constant 
and unvarying quantity. The English 
could not win over the Irish towards 
them, and they never would do so [Trish 
Cheers ; but they were like the man who 
tried to train his donkey to go without 


| food—they were always on the point of 


success when the animal died, or the 
Chief Secretary retired. [Laughter] 
Another point in the problem was that a 
minority was returned from Ireland of 
practically an equally constant character. 
Then they had the British parties on 
each side playing up for the support of 
that minority, or that majority, as the 
case might be. But the British Parties 
had neither that constancy in, nor that 
direction over, their Irish policy which 
they boasted of having in regard to other 
branches of their administration, such 
as the Foreign branch. The noble Duke, 
the Secretary of State for War, said when 
he was Marquis of Hartington, that the 
Government of England was & continuity; 
and the same thing was said by Lord 
Cowper, when he was Lord Lieutenant. 
But in regard to Ireland the policy was 
never one of continuity, and could not 
be, because, according to the way in 
which the play of British forces was 
brought into action, a different policy 
was presented. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was to be pitied rather than to be 
attacked at the present time. He would 
find when he went to Ireland that he 
was no more a free agent than the spoke 
in a driving wheel. [Trish cheers.| If he 
saw the necessity of some kind of policy 
in regard to Ireland, he might be brought 
plump up against 23 Orange votes ; he 
would know that he could not have the 
Nationalist votes, because the Nationalists 
told him frankly that they would have 
nothing to do with any British Govern- 
ment in Ireland, and, accordingly he 
would say :— 


| T had better stick to my 23 Orange votes, which 


IT can rely onasa constant factor if I act in a 
particular way distasteful to the body of the 
people.” 





was this—that Ireland had become! He would suppose, for instance, that 
simply a kind of springboard for British | the right hon. Gentleman had a scheme 
statesmen, from which they must vault | he was sure he had not—of Local Govern- 
into higher positions. [Laughter. | The| ment for Ireland. That scheme, which 
condition of Ireland was tangible, and | had done yeoman service upon so many 
they could put their finger upon it with | platforms of the Conservative Party 
absolute certainty. In the first place, | during the General Election, was, they 
the mass of the people, so far as their | knew, an electoral dissolving view, 


Mr. T. M. Healy. | 
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The right hon. Member for the Isle of; one, and he would take as an illustration 
Thanet had brought in a scheme of ‘the question of the Christian Brothers. 
Local Government for Ireland in 1878;|The Government had appointed as 
they were promised one in the Queen’s Solicitor-General for Ireland a Catholic : 
Speech in 1880, which never came;|he would much rather that the hon. 
another was promised in 1881, and they | Member for Mid Armagh should have 
were as near to it now as they were then. | been appointed [‘ Hear, hear !”] or some 
But he would suppose that the right hon. | other true representative of the Conser- 
Gentleman had such a scheme, and desire | vative Party. But directly the appoint- 
to make it in some way acceptable to the | ment was made, the Member for South 
general body of the Irish people and their | Belfast wrote a letter to the Standard 
representatives in that House, and he in which he said that the appointment 
assumed that, as a human being, he of a Catholic meant that the Scarlet 
would have that desire. The moment) Lady was going to be satisfied by the 
he did so the party of the garrison, in'settlement of the Christian Brothers’ 
whose hands was the administration of | question. He ventured to say, that the 
this million or million and a half, who | new Solicitor-General for Ireland cared 
had all the grand jurors, secretaries | nothing about the settlement of that 
to the grand jury at £500 a year, question,whathe wanted was togetofficein 
treasurers at £800 a year, sheriffs, | orderto see his way toa Judgeship. [Jrish 
coroners, petty sessions clerks, and all | Cheers.| But why did nottheGovernment 
the other minor pickings which were settle the Christian Brothers question ? 
the appanage and the cause of the, They had not put forward an unreason- 
loyalty of the minority in Ireland, ableclaim. The Catholic and Protestant 
[Laughter] would at once commence Archbishops of Dublin had joined hand 
to howl :— in hand in making the demand on the 
‘late Government, and the demand was 

“Are you going to hand Ireland over to the |dishonoured, and it was dishonoured 
rebels and give the Irish Party the power of | hecause of the opposition of the Member 


spending our rates’ We are the only loyal, | ‘ ° 
educated, and wealthy party, who stood by you | os South Ty rone. [Lrish cheers. | The 


| Member for South Tyrone threatened his 
resignation, and now the answer given 
and so on, in the usual fashion. by the right hon. Gentleman was the 
[Laughter.| The right hon. Gentleman | answer given by his predecessor, that he 
was in an impossible position; the | was going over to Ireland on Tuesday 
Nationalists he could not satisfy except | week, or it might be Wednesday week, 
in one way, and the Tory Party in | (Jaughter), and then, after he had had a 
Ireland would not allow him to do any- little holiday, he would meet these emi- 
thing. For the first time since the | nentpersons who advised the Government, 
Union the British Conservative Party | and when he came back he would deal 
had a majority independent of the Orange | with the matter some time next Session. 
Party. But the right hon. Gentleman! Meantime, nothing was thought of the 
would deny his proposition ; he would | deprivation of this body and the pupils 


at the Boyne, Aughrim, and Derry.”’ 


not see the Orangemen because they 
would come to him without their sashes 
on and in excellent broadcloth, and he 
would see in them nothing but loyal 
citizens who had given undeviating 
support to the Conservative Party. But 





of the rights given in England years ago. 
They began to settle the Catholic Univer- 
sity question 25 years ago, and there was 
not a brick laid yet. How many young 
men had passed into the world deprived 
of University education? It would be 


nobody would pretend that Ireland|the same with the Christian Brothers. 
would be governed except in accord-| Now, the Government was going to deal 
ance with the wishes of the Orangemen. | with the land question. What was the 
Of course they knew from The Times | first Act of the Government? There were 
newspaper and other sources of British | four Unionist Members, who were on Mr. 
enlightenment that the speeches of Morley’s Committee, now in the Govern- 
Nationalist Members in that House were | ment, and certainly, with regard to the 
merely a common form. But, despite |Member for South Tyrone, he readily 
that, he maintained that the right hon.) acknowledged the services he had ren- 
Gentleman’s position was an impossible | dered on thatCommittee. Of the four, one 
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was in favour of reform and the other) to that country, had he any views what- 
three were against it. The hon. Member | ever about that country! [Laughter.] 
for Guildford (Mr. Brodrick) drew up a | They had Tory programmes galore during 
Report in favour of doing nothing, and | the General Election ; showers of British 
he was ably assisted in that arduous task | gold were to fall on Ireland—the gold, 
by the hon. Member for South Antrim) he might observe, having been first 


(Mr. Macartney), and the new Solicitor- 
General for Ireland. He ventured tosay to 
the Irish tenants this: Why was the hon. 
Member (Mr. W. Kenny) made Solicitor- 
General? In his election address the 
Attorney-General for Treland had to say 
something pleasing to the farmers of 
North Derry ; but the Solicitor-General 


had a purely urban constituency, and he | 
was put into office as a watch-dog on the | 


[Irish cheers.} | 


part of the landlords. 


The Solicitor-General was to watch 


the Attorney-General, and the Member | 
for Guildford and the Member for South | 


collected from Ireland. ([Jrish cheers.] 
| As had been observed, they were always 
| wiping the tear from the eyes of Erin, 
but Ireland had to pay for the pocket- 
handkerchief. [Laughter and cheers.| 
Was the right hon. Gentleman to have a 
free hand in Ireland from Lord Cado- 
gan, who began his career by moving the 
rejection of the Municipal Franchise Bill! 
Had the Chief Secretary any views as 
to that? How many months in office 
would it take to convince him that an 
Trishman was entitled to the same vote 
as an Englishman, a Welshman, and a 


Antrim were to watch the Member for Scotchman? Would it not be well to 
South Tyrone. [Laughter.| Did the|lay down a scale as to the amount of 
Government in this way think they would | time he would require for the solution 
secure the confidence of the Irish people|of the various programmes? Three 
on an agrarian question? There was one | months for the land question, three and 
section of the Irish people for whom he | a-half months for the municipal] franchise, 
had not the smallest sympathy—he| six months for light railways, 18 months 


referred to the loyalist section of the to five years for local Goverrment, and 
These Gentlemen joined with | as to the Christian Brothers. he might 


North. 
the Nationalists in demanding a Land | say Tib’s Eve. The Chief Secretary 
Bill. They declared they were against the | was an experienced Member of that 
landlords, but when it came to the poll| House, and he belonged to a family of 
they were Tories first and land reformers | statesmen. He had heard the Irish 
after. They would find out that this| question discussed on many occasions. 
Government was a landlords’Government | The right hon. Gentleman had had two 
and then they could console themselves,| months for the consideration of these 
in their meeting-houses and chapels, that | questions. But he was not in the 
at any rate, the Pope had not come over.| Cabinet, and was not in a position to 
[Laughter]. 'give the House any satisfaction before 


“ After all, the Union was the first considera- | 
tion ’’— 


He would 
They 


the opening of next Session. 
put this to English gentlemen. 


had been in possession of their freedom 


they would be told by the Member 


for South Antrim— 


“The Protestant religion was the first consider- | 
ation, and were they going to sacrifice for a| 
beggarly reduction of 25 per cent. the great 
principles of the British Constitution.” | 


\time operating on 


‘every English office. 


since Magna Charta; they had had a 
Parliament more or less free since that 
their grievances. 
Public opinion played around every 
English Administration and sweetened 
But so far as 


‘Ireland was concerned, in thought and 


These were the dry bones on which 
they would be fed. There would be a 
great amount of British Constitution and | 
very small reduction. He had great) 
sympathy with the position of the Chief 
Secretary. He was sure he had the best 
intentions, but he would find, as_ his 
predecessors had found, that the situation | 
was too much for him. [ “ Hear, hear !”] | 
But now that he was about to procee 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


in temper, they were still at the Battle 
of the Boyne. In the administration 
of the country they were ruled by 
gentlemen who celebrated that conflict 
annually, and whose chief boast was 
that upon an occasion two or three 
centuries ago they came out on top. 
Could English gentlemen imagine that 
Irish Members, who had been slaving 
in the House for so many years, could 
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accept such excuses and answers with|take their share as freemen in the 
any satisfaction, or that the Irish people | Government of their own land. [Loud 
could have anything but a growing | cheers.| 

sense of distrust of Parliamentary institu- 
tions and a growing sense of disloyalty| On the return of the CuarrmAN after 
to the Government that Parliament sent | the usual interval, 

among them? The situation was an 
impossible one. They were referred to| Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
the savings banks—probably the most} IRELAND (Mr. Gerratp Ba.rour, 
contemptible argument ever put forward. | Leeds, Central) said : Before I proceed to 
The savings banks and the whole|deal with the speech just delivered by 
banking system were novel in Ireland.| the hon. Member for Louth, I wish to 
The people had no other means of|say a few words with respect to the 
investing their money, but in the savings | speeches of the hon. Members who pre- 
banks or in the land; and in England | ceded him in Debate. The hon. Member 
an increase in the savings banks deposits, | for West Clare attacked my administra- 
instead of being regarded as a proof of) tion, or, rather, I think he said my non- 
prosperity, had always been regarded as| administration. Well, I have not had 
a proof of bad trade. The position! very much time for any administrative 
after a century of British rule was that,| acts up to the present, and I do not 
while England had grown richer and| know what administrative act the hon. 
increased her population twofold, the} Member desires to attack, or in respect 
population of Ireland had fallen by 50) of what point I ought, according to him, 
per cent. In England the taxes had|to have exercised my administrative 
become more easily payable by the! power, but have not. It appeared, 
individual, but in Ireland they had | however, from the latter part of the hon. 
increased by 50 per cent. Yet, after a| Member’s speech that his real complaint 
century of this state of things, the right| against me was that I had stated that 
hon. Gentleman came forward, and in| my intention was to administer the law 
his initiatory speech declared that he|in the spirit of an inflexible and un- 
would trust to time for the settlement changeable opposition to the destinies 


of the Irish question. No attempt was|of the Irish people. I do not think 
being made to bring about a solution | that I can be fairly charged with having 
of the larger questions of statesmanship| made any statement of the kind. I 
in Ireland. So far as the mind and| presume the hon. Member refers to 
temper of the Tory Party were concerned, | what I said in my speech last week, 
they were as far from a settlement as| namely, that the policy of the Irish 
ever. He would offer no advice to the Executive aud of the Party generally 
right hon. Gentleman, because his advice | was one of inflexible and unchangeable 
would not be accepted; and the advice | opposition to the policy of Home Rule. 
which the right hon. Gentleman tendered | But it is not my desire, or the desire 
to the Irish Members they declined to| of the Irish Government, to administer 
take—[{Cheers|—namely, to attorn to/ the laws in a spirit of unchangeable and 
the system of misrule in Ireland. While) inflexible opposition to the desires of 
he should be glad if the right hon.| the Irish people. On the contrary, it is 
Gentleman’s administration in Ireland|our wish to administer the laws in 
were marked by less bloody episodes | accordance with those desires as far as 
than those which stained that of his|the general principles of statesmanship, 
Conservative predecessor, the last thing) which no Government can afford to 
that any of them could do was to| neglect, will allow. The hon. Member 
prophesy about Ireland. They could! for South Monaghan has complained 
only tell the right hon. Gentleman the that my answers to questions have not 
conditions of the problem; but they! been in entire accordance with the 
made no prophecies as to the future, | spirit displayed in my opening speech. 
except this one prophecy—that, as it | According to the hon. Member, whereas 
was in the beginning so it would be to| my speech was conciliatory and even 
the end, until Irish Nationalist hopes | “sugary,” my answers to questions have 
were recognised so as to enable them to | consisted of refusals of what was asked 
| 
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of me. Well, what is it that I was 
asked to do and have felt bound to 
refuse todo? The hon. Member desired, 
I believe, that I should bring in a Bill 
dealing with the question of the evicted 
tenants, which should be not merely a 
re-enactment of Clause 13 of the Act of 
1891, but which should also contain a 
variety of other provisions, and the hon. 
Member added that with a stroke of my 
pen I could reinstate the evicted tenants. 
I think that to anybody who has followed 
the questions relating to the evicted 
tenants it will be quite clear that neither 
I nor any other Chief Secretary could 
possibly reinstate those tenants with a 
stroke of the pen. There is hardly any 
subject about which there has been more 
controversy, and I must remind the hon. 
Member that we have from the outset 
of this short Session refused to deal by 
means of legislation with any subject of 
a controversial character. What I have 
undertaken to do is to deal with the 
question of the evicted tenants so far as 
that can be done without stirring up con- 
troversial topics. And I would remind 


the Committee, that, although my prede- 
cessor introduced a highly contentious 


measure last year, and another measure 
this year which in its dealing with this 
particular question was to some extent 
controversial, but not as controversial 
as the Bill of last year, yet the late 
Government did not succeed in doing 
anything at all for the evicted tenants. 
If hon. Gentlemen will accept our offer 
to re-enact the 13th Clause of the Act 
of 1891, it is my hope that at least we 
may do something, though not very 
much, for the cause of those who are 
now out of their holdings. I will not 
go into the question of how they are 
out. Then, hon. Gentlemen have further 
called upon me to introduce a measure 
for the revision of judicial rents. I 
would point out that this is almost as 
controversial a topic as that of the 
evicted tenants. A Bill was passed in 
1887 dealing with this question and 
providing for an automatic revision of 
rents in accordance with the fall in 
prices, but this is not a process which 
can be very often repeated. If when- 
ever prices happen to fall Parliament 
is immediately to be called upon to pass 
a special measure for the revision of 
rents, it must be clear to everybody 
that the legislation of 1881, the object 
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of which was to settle the rents for a 
fixed term of years, would be practically 
destroyed. The hon. Member for East 
Cork has urged me not to place too 
much confidence in the information on 
the subject of prices which I am supplied 
with by the Land Commissioner. The 
information of the hon. Gentleman may 
be more accurate than that of the Land 
Commissioner, but he will excuse me for 
saying that I at least can have no special 
reason for believing that to be the case. 
But whether the hon. Gentleman is right 
or wrong in holding that the price of 
oats is likely further to fall in the 
immediate future, and whether he is 
right or the Land Commissioner is right 
as to the price of butter, does not really 
seriously enter into the question with 
which I am now dealing. In my judg- 
ment, it would require something far 
more than a presumption in favour of 
a fall of prices in oats or butter to justify 
any Government in undertaking to bring 
in a special measure for the revision of 
rents fixed under the Act of 1881. It 
has once been done, in a time, a highly 
critical time — [Nationali*: cheers| — 
when undoubtedly prices had fallen 
very rapidly and very far. The mere 
fact that that course was once adopted is 
in reality a reason against adopting it 
again unless the necessity is quiteas urgent 
as that. Now, in the reports which reach 
me—and I make allowances for errors— 
no such urgent condition of affairs has 
arisen as would justify the Government 
in bringing in a measure such as that 
demanded by the hon. Gentleman. I 
pass to the speech, the very amusing 
and not ill-natured speech, of the hon. 
Member for Louth. He reminded me 
that I had disappointed the farmers of 
Ireland by inducing Mr. Justice Bewley 
to give orders to the Sub-Commissioners 
to postpone their decisions in the case 
of applications for refixing judicial rents. 
I may at once say I have not induced, 
or tried to induce, Mr. Justice Bewley to 
do anything of the kind. I merely 
asked Mr. Justice Bewley certain ques- 
tions as to what would be the course of 
action adopted by the Land Commission. 
I have suggested nothing to him, and 
his answers, I believe, were embodiments 
of the view at which he had arrived 
before I asked him any questions at all, 
and quite independently of those ques- 
tions. The hon. Member for Louth 
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began his speech by giving me a piece 
of advice. He advised me to do two 
things—first of all, to introduce into the 
measure re-enacting the 13th clause a 
section from the Act of 1887 giving the 
Land Commission power to apply a 
sliding scale so as to vary rents in 
accordance with variation in prices ; and 
he has stated that this measure would be 
non-contentious. Such a measure could 
not fail to be contentious, and conten- 
tious in the highest degree. He also 
spoke of the Land Judges Court, which, 
under the Act passed in 1887, has power 
to give abatements to tenants who did 
not hold under a judicial tenure, and he 
asked me whether it would not be well 
I should extend the powers of the Land 
Judges Court so as to enable them to 
give abatements whether judicial rents 
had been fixed or not. And not only 
that, but he further suggested that such 
abatements should be of a general cha- 
racter, depending upon the variations in 
prices—in other words, that the Land 
Judges Court should be empowered, in 
the case of estates under their control, 


practically to apply the provisions of the | 
My answer to that again | 


Act of 1887. 


is that, whatever may be the merits of 
the suggestion, it is perfectly clear nobody 
can regard such a measure as non-conten- 
tious, and therefore it is useless for me 
to consider at the present time whether 
it would be desirable or undesirable to 


bring such a measure forward. The 
hon. Member, having dealt with these 
two points, proceeded to wander at his 
own sweet will over almost the whole 
field of Irish policy. He referred to 
local government, the Christian Brothers, 
a Catholic University, the Land Bill, 
and, lastly, a Municipal Franchise Bill. 
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Amendments which had not been in- 
troduced into the Bill, and which there 
had been no opportunity of introducing 
in the House of Commons, the Session 
being almost over at that time, could not 
be dealt with ; it became perfectly clear 
that the Bill could not, in the time at 
the disposal of the House, be amended 
as it required, and in consequence of 
that, and for no other reason, the Bill 
was dropped. With regard to the other 
questions on which the hon. Gentleman 
seemed to invite my opinion, I am sorry 
to say that I cannot on the present 
occasion follow him. He urges that 
personal inexperience, which is the mis- 
fortune of each new Chief Secretary— 
[Nationalist cheers|—is no excuse for 
inability to at once formulate a policy ; 
but I cannot help saying it is a some- 
what strange thing that the moment a 
new Chief Secretary—and especially a 
Unionist Chief Secretary—comes into 
office, all those thorny qnestions which 
have been gradually accumulating in 
connection with Ireland suddenly seem 
to assume an urgency which they did 
not possess before—{Cheers|]; and if I 
may take one out of the long list by way 
of illustration—I mean the Christian 
Brothers—I would remind the hon. 
Gentleman that my predecessor was 
considering this question for no less 
than three years, and at the end of the 
three years he was not able to furnish 
a solution that was satisfactory to the 
National Board of Education. If Mr. 
Morley was unable to find a solution of 
this question in three years, surely I 
may claim a little more than three weeks 
to come to a conclusion upon it. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] The hon. Member for Louth 
dwelt at great length on the difficulties 








I did not know that on the Vote for|which any Chief Secretary naturally 
my salary I should be likely to be called | and inevitably had to contend against. 
upon to deal with all these questions. | I can assure him I am deeply sensible 
I should, however, like to say, with | of those difficulties, and in some respects 
regard to the Municipal Franchise Bill, | I am ready to admit that I do not think 
that the hon. Member was not correct | he has exaggerated them. Every Chief 
in his statement with regard to Lord Secretary has a very difficult task before 
Cadogan and the rejection of that Bill.) him, and I certainly should not be fit to 
Lord Cadogan, in the House of Lords, | hold the place I do, if I did not realise 
strongly pressed the Second Reading of | those difficulties to the full. But, Sir, 
that, measure, and it was largely at the some of these arise from the fact that 
instance of Lord Cadogan that the the Government of this country is 
Second Reading in the House of Lords | carried on by means of Party, and I 
was passed. When the Bill reached the | would remind the hon. Member that even 
Committee stage, in consequence of cir-| if Home Rule was granted under a Bill 


cumstances very well known, as eae as that brought forward by Mr. 
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Gladstone during the administration of 
the late Government, Ireland also 
would be ruled by Party, and the dis- 
advantages which attach to Party 
government would be, I believe, quite 
as strongly felt under a Government 
carried on in Dublin as under a Govern- 
ment carried on in Westminster. { “Hear, 
hear!”] I am aware that the Govern- 


ment of Ireland has shown an absence— | 
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one of the difliculties of Irish Secretaries 
being their inexperience of Irish affairs, 
That very inexperience was one of the 
main causes of the opposition which had 
always animated Irish Nationalist Mem- 
bers towards the present system of 
Government. _[‘ Hear, hear ! ”] Why 
should Ireland alone of all the portions 





of the United Kingdom be subjected to 
the government of a man who, by the 


a deplorable absence at times—of con-| admission of the right hon. Gentleman, 
tinuity, but at all events, as I think the | approached that most difficult task with 
hon. Member for Louth has himself said, a total inexperience and want of know- 
we may now look forward to six years | ledge of Irishmen? If the Irish Mem- 
of Unionist Administration. That will, bers needed any justification of their 
at any rate, I trust, give us a continuity | persistent opposition to the present 
of six years, and a continuity of six years system of government of Ireland they 
is worth something. {‘‘ Hear, hear !”| The| had it from the lips of the right hon. 


hon. Member has told the Committee that 
the population and the produce of Ire- 
land have been growing less, and taxes 
have been increasing. It is true that 
the population has been growing less, 
and I am not at all sure that those who 
remain are not happier in consequence ; 
but it is not, I think, true that the 
produce of Ireland has been growing less, 
and I am certain it is not true that the 
wealth of Ireland has been growing less. 


{‘‘Hear, hear!” ] The hon. Member referred 
with some contemptuous expressions to 
the amount which is now deposited in 
the savings banks of Ireland, but even 
he cannot deny the testimony to the 
increased prosperity of that country 
afforded by the returns of the railways, 


which show a steady increase. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] The hon. Member has told me 
if I trust to time to produce ameliorating 
effects in Ireland and to reconcile the 
people to the Government under which 
they live, I am trusting to a broken 
reed. That is a matter which only time 
can show. The hon. Member tells me 
I am not likely to repose on a bed of roses 
or to leave my office crowned with laurels. 
I do not expect one or the other. I 
know perfectly well that I shall not 
repose on a bed of roses; I know the 
disadvantages which attach the position 
T now hold, but I shall be well satisfied 
if, at the end of that time, I can feel 
that I have done my duty, and that 
Treland, if by ever so little, is more 
prosperous and more contented than 
when I found it. [Cheers.] 

Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) observed 
that the Chief Secretary, towards the 
conclusion of his speech, had alluded to 


Chief Secretary for Treland. 


| Gentleman himself. The Chief Secre- 
| tary had said that one of the causes of the 
difficultiesand troubles of the IrishGovern- 
ment was to be found in the fact that the 
Government of this country was carried 
on by Party. Government y Party had 
its advantages and disadvantages, and 
with all its disadvantages experience 
had shown it was the form of govern- 
ment which best safeguarded the liberties 
of the people. Government by Party, 
however, was one thing in Great Britain 
and quite a different thing in Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman had told them 
that the same troubles would exist 
under Home Rule. He disputed that 
proposition, because then the Irish 
Minister would be responsible to the 
people whom he ruled, whereas now the 
Chief Secretary, withhis extensive powers, 
was utterly irresponsible to the people 
whom he governed and to whose con- 
victions, desires, and aspirations he was 
opposed. The right hon. Gentleman 
complained that a great many Irish 
questions assumed suddenly, and ap- 
parently mysteriously, on the advent of 
a Unionist Chief Secretary, a burning 
and intense character. The explanation 
was very simple. They had been burn- 
ing questions for years, but when there 
came into office three years ago 4 
Government which, though undoubtedly 
weak, and unable to do much for Ireland, 
did try to solve those questions, was it 
rational for any man who understood 
the play of politics in that House to 
make it a reproach against the Irish 
Members that they did not press upon 
the late Government the solution of 
questions which, according to the 
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measure of their ability, the then Govern- 
ment, with their small majority, were 
endeavouring to solve? The Chief 
Secretary had mentioned the case of the 
Christian Brothers. He frankly ad- 
mitted that he did not approve of the 
conduct of the late Government on that 
question, as he thought they ought to 
have settled the claims of the Christian 
Brothers long ago, but as practical 
politicians they had to recognise that 
the late Government was weak, with an 
uncertain majority, which did not permit 
them to act with that freedom which a 
Government witha majority of 152 could 
exercise, whilst he contended that the 
action taken by the Irish Members on 
the subject was the only prudent course 
they could pursue. The Party of the 
right hon. Gentleman won many thou- 
sands of votes at the late Election on 
the ground that they were favourable to 
denominational schools, and, having no 
obstacle in their paths, he trusted they 
would immediately apply themselves to 
settling the grievances of the Christian 
Brothers in Ireland. [‘‘Hear,hear!”] The 
right hon. Gentleman said, that one of 
the evils of Irish Government had been 
In some respects 


its lack of continuity. 
it had been too continuous for the taste 
of the Irish people, for, notwithstanding 
changes of Government, some of the 
worst features of the policy of the Irish 


Government remained the same, and 
although a great change was made by 
the late Government in this regard, 
there was much in its conduct the 
Irish Members had to find fault with. 
Some of the worst features of the Irish 
Government were continuous, no matter 
what Ministry came into power. The 
right hon. Gentleman held out to them 
most delightful prospects. He bade 
them cheer up, for they were now to 
have six years of continuous Unionist 
Government, and that, he said, was, at 
all events, worth something. They were 
familiar with all the talk about prospe- 
rity. Years ago—35 years ago—Lord 
Lieutenants, addressing banquets held in 
connection with the cattle show, used to 
congratulate Ireland on the enormous 
increase of her flocks and herds, the 
decrease of population, and the increase 
of wealth. Years rolled on and events 
took place which convinced many men 
that such optimistic utterances of the 
Lord Lieutenants were based on untruth 
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and fallacy. They were now promised 
a period of repose and peace; he had 
no doubt they would have six years con- 
tinuous Unionist Government—the six 
years continuous administration of the 
brother of the right hon. Gentleman. 
That period was eulogised as one of pros- 
perity and peace. He would take one 
list, that of population. In the whole 
history of modern civilisation there was 
no greater strain upon any civilised 
Government than the continuous de- 
population of Ireland. Fifty years ago 
Ireland had a population of 8,500,000, 
and to-day she had a population of 
4,500,000. In 10 years the population 
decreased by 470,000, and that period 
covered the six years of the Unionist 
Government. In 1886, when the last 
Unionist Government entered upon office, 
the population of Ireland was 4,905,000, 
but in 1892 it had decreased to 4,638,000, 
being a reduction of 267,000, or of 
44,000 per annum. Was not that a 
frightful fact, and especially when they 
remembered that the larger part of the 
reduction was the direct result of the 
violent expulsion of people from their 
homes? [Cheers.| That was what six 
years of continuous Unionist Govern- 
ment in Ireland was worth. He pre- 
sumed that, before the right hon. Gentle- 
man left office, another 250,000 of people 
would have gone. [{‘ Hear, hear !”] 
In 1892 a Home Rule Government came 
into office. It was perfectly true that 
that Government had not been able to 
do anything for Ireland. But whose 
fault was that? [Cheers.| Could any- 
thing be more unreal, more unjust, more 
uncandid than for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to blame the late Government for 
not having achieved anything for Ireland, 
when he knew it was his friends on the 
other side of the Lobby who prevented 
them? [Cheers.| The late Government, 
however, did two things. In 1892-93 
they reduced the drain of population 
from 44,000 to 19,000—|“ Hear, hear ! ”] 
—a fact which would be written in the 
pages of history to their honour. And 
though they sent Irish Members back 
with empty hands, they for the first time 
brought into the House a great and 
a beneficent and a generous measure of 
land reform for Ireland, without waiting 
to be forced to do it by agitation and 
crime in Ireland. There used to be a 
conviction in the minds of the Irish 
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people that they could not get even 
attention until they resorted to disorder 
and crime. There fell from the right 
hon. Gentleman words which he was 
sorry to think conveyed that lesson again 
to the people of Ireland. The right 


hon. Gentleman said that once before— | 


in the year 1887—the judicial rents 
were revised in a time of great crisis, 
and he intimated that there was no great 
crisis now. Must there be a great crisis 
before any justice would be given to the 
Irish people ? 

Mr.GERALD BALFOUR said, what 
he referred to was an agricultural crisis. 

Mr. DILLON said the right hon. 
Gentleman was sadly inerror. In 1886, 
when Mr. Parnell introduced his Bill, 
they were met with precisely the same 
denials which were thrown across the 
House that night. They were told that 
the year was prosperous and that there 
was not a shadow of an excuse for any 
reduction of the judicial rents. Lord 


Salisbury declared, in the autumn of 


1886, that it was not expedient to reduce 
the judicial rents, and if it were ex- 
pedient it would not be honest or just. 
What brought about a revision of the 
rents in 1887? The effects of the winter 
of 1886. He desired now to say a word 
on the question of the evicted tenants. 
The late Government introduced a Bill 
which would have settled that burning 
question. In the course of the discus- 
sion upon that Bill the Gentlemen who 
then sat on the Front Opposition Bench 
said that if the measure were made a 
voluntary one they would not oppose. 
The present Leader of the House said 
that he felt great sympathy for those 
tenants, and that in the interest of order 
and good government something ought 
to be done forthem. This Government had 
ample opportunity and power to settle 
the question. It had been said that no 
contentious business would be introduced. 
If the right hon. Gentleman introduced 
a short measure of two or three clauses, 
he could settle this evicted tenants ques- 
tion on a permanent footing, without 
Mr. J. Dillon. 
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| raising contention in any quarter of the 
House. He held, in all sincerity, that 
it was a great deal more to the interest 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and his six 
years of Unionist Government in Ireland, 
| than to the interest of anybody else, that 
he should settle this question in a 
generous fashion. The right hon. 
Gentleman desired to conciliate the con- 
fidence of the Irish people. He did not 
| believe the right hon. Gentleman would 
| succeed in doing it—[ Nationalist cheers] 
|—but surely nothing could give hima 
better chance of effecting that object 
than to do a thing that would strike the 
Irish people as a gracious act at the 
outset of his administration. He could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that 
nothing would touch thehearts of the Irish 
people more than a generous measure of 
relief for the evicted tenants ; and he 
urged the right hon. Gentleman, before 
he closed his mind on the subject, to 
ascertain how far he could go in that 
direction without raising contention 
amongst his own followers. There were 
two matters he would urge on the atten- 
tion of the Chief Secretary. One was 
that he would modify Clause 13 of the 
Act of 1891, so that the Land Commis- 
sion could bring the landlords and 
evicted tenants together, and act as a 
kind of arbitrator between them; and 
the other was that he would introduce 
into his proposed Bill a clause appro- 
priating a sum of money from the Irish 
Church Fund, which could be practically 
given to the evicted tenants to rebuild 
their houses now in ruins, and partly to 
the landlords, for the losses they have 
sustained through those evicted farms. 
He did not for a moment believe that 
the landlords would do otherwise than 
extend a warm acceptance to such a 
proposal. He believed that most of the 
tenants who had gone back to their 
‘farms under recent settlements would 
inevitably be evicted again in the course 
of the next few years, because they had 
no money to put up new buildings, or to 
|properly stock their lands. What was 
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the use of trying to settle the question 
in that fashion? If the Government 
tried to settle it on those lines, they 
would only be preparing for themselves 
fresh anxieties and fresh difficulties in 
the future. [Nationalist cheers.| There 
was another matter which he would urge 
on the attention of the Chief Secretary 
when he went to Ireland. There were 
between 30,000 and 40,000 tenants in 
Ireland who had been evicted under 
what was known as “ the eviction-made- 
easy clause” of the Land Act of 1887. 
They were, it was true, left in possession 
of their holdings, but they were deprived 
of their rights under the Land Act of 
1881, and they remained a source of 
trouble and danger, believing, as they 
did, that they had been most cruelly and 
brutally treated. That clause had been 
supported by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone; but, very recently, the hon. 
Gentleman frankly stated to the House 
that, after five or six years’ experience 
of the working of the clause, he found it 


worked with grave injustice, and that 
some indemnity was due to the tenants. 
He had no doubt that the Chief Secretary 
would do some things that would be good 


for Ireland. He had no doubt that the 
right hon. Gentleman would spend freely, 
as his brother had done before him, 
from the English Treasury, on light rail- 
ways and other excellent projects of 
that kind. Ireland always got a great 
deal more out of a Tory Government than 
out.of a Liberal Government. [Unionist 
cheers.| The Tory Government insisted 
on the maintenance of what they called 
law and order, but they always gilded 
the pill. That happened in the case of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s brother. 
The present Leader of the House 
governed Ireland for six years with a 
strong hand; but towards the close of 
his administration he spent money more 
lavishly in the country than it had ever 
been spent before. The right hon. 
Gentleman built railroads, and those 
railroads were doing a great deal of good. 
[Unionist cheers.| He had never been 
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very friendly with the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but the right hon. Gentleman 
built 30 miles of a railway through his 
constituency, which proved a great ser- 
vice to that part of the country. But he 
did not believe, after all was said and 
done, that the right hon. Gentleman got 
the vote of the poorest peasant in Ireland 
at the General Election in 1892. He 
hoped the present Chief Secretary would 
act in like manner; and that he would 
settle the question of the Christian 
Brothers, and other questions it was 
difficult for a Liberal Government to 
settle. But he told the right hon. 
Gentleman—and the right hon. Gentle- 
man would remember his words at the 
end of his six years of Unionist Govern- 
ment—that he would find when all was 
over that he had not got one vote more 
from the Irish people in support of his 
policy. [Nationalist cheers. | 

*Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said, he had 
listened with a keen sense of disappoint- 
ment to the speech of the Chief Secre- 
tary. The right hon. Gentleman had a 
most unique opportunity — an oppor- 
tunity that had been offered to few 
Irish Secretaries—and he regretted the 
right hon. Gentleman had not taken 
advantage of the opportunity to rise 
above those prejudices that were the 
worst traditions of the party to which he 
belonged. The right hon. Gentleman 
had a majority of 152 at his back. The 
Irish Members were prepared to give 
the right hon. Gentleman every assist- 
ance in any remedial legislation he 
might introduce ; and he was sure the 
Liberals and Radicals would co-operate 
with them in that policy. Why then 
should the right hon. Gentleman talk 
about controversial legislation? There 
were two measures to which the Irish 
people looked forward with anxious hope 
—one was the revision of the judicial 
rents, and the other the reinstatement of 
the evicted tenants—and those measures 
would be regarded as non-contentious by 
the House generally. He did not 
know, under the circumstances, how 
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the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to face with any confidence the condition 
of things that now existed in Ireland. 
If he had to take a text for his speeches 
on this occasion, he would take it from a 
memorable speech made by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, who was now 
a Member of the Government. The hon. 
Member said :-— 


“The Ulster tenants were a patient race, but 
patience did not last for ever. Let them not 
drive the Ulster tenants to despair.” 


He should substitute “Ireland” for 
“Ulster” in the words of the hon. 
Member, and say that the Chief Secretary 
had sent a message of despair to three- 
fourths of the agricultural tenants of 
Treland. The right hon. Gentleman said 
in effect there could be no legislation— 
unless there were a crisis. He remem- 
bered in 1886, that, after an unanswer- 
able case had been made from the Irish 
Benches for legislation—after proof of 
great distress, and that the crops had 
failed or were in danger—the reply made 
was a blank denial ; and the right hon. 
Member for the City of Dublin wound 
up his speech by saying that, at any 
rate, the price of wool had risen. In 
1886 there was no crisis, but in 1887 
the Government had 
measure for the revision of judicial rents, 


to bring in a 


and then it came too late for a great 
If that 
measure had come earlier there would 
have been no combination of tenants ; 
and he appealed to the Chief Secretary 
to mark these lessons of 1886. In that 


number of the tenant-farmers. 


year there was a fall in prices, and the | 
harvest was bad. He remembered going | 


through the Ponsonby estate and seeing 
state only 
paralleled by the present. Early in that 
summer everything was promising, and 
this year, up to the middle of July, 
there was a more promising harvest. 
But in 1886, as in this year, the weather 
broke in the middle of July, and blight 
appeared, and the barley crop was 
hawked about by the farmers, who could 
Mr. Flynn. 


a of things which was 
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find no buyers. Finally, on the Pon- 
pert estate, it had to be sold for pig- 
feeding. Let the Chief Secretary look 
‘outside the officials of the Land Com- 
mission for information on this subject, 
They always returned the same stereo- 
typed answer, suited to the political 
exigencies of the Government of the day. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
sometimes read the Irish newspapers, 
even those opposed to his policy. If he 
read the Irish papers of that day and the 
day previous he would learn what was 
the condition of the crops, even in the 
richest parts of Ireland. Only a fort- 
‘night ago, Lord Winchilsea spoke of 
this year’s harvest in England as “ the 
most disastrous on record.” The climatic 
‘conditions in England were = better than 
in Ireland, and if there were a disastrous 
harvest in England, what must there be 
in Ireland? Every crop had gone, with 
the single exception of the potato crop. 
Did the Government intend to blunder 
,on, with more coercion and more dis- 
turbance and distress? The present 
Government had now a unique oppor- 
tunity, with a peaceable Ireland and a 
strong majority. A Bill of two or three 
clauses could be passed in an afternoon 
in the House of Commons, and would 
in the other 
cussion ; and such a Bill would go far to 


pass House without dis- 
bridging over the interval between the 
present situation and the passing of the 
Land Bill. As the evicted 
tenants, it was still a burning question 
in Ireland. A year ago the late Govern- 
ment attempted to deal with the question, 
but in another place the measure met 
the fate which all legislation intended 


new to 


|to benefit Ireland met with at one time 


lor another. It was not the fault of the 
late Government that the question was 
“not settled. But, of course, Parliament 
|last year said that they would be willing 
‘to adopt a voluntary measure. The 
|then Opposition were willing to support 
‘Mr. Morley’s Bill dealing with the 
|evicted tenants, if it was made a volun- 


tary measure. He invited the Chief 
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Secretary to seize the opportunity now. 
What had been the result of Clause 7 of 
the Act of 1887, intended to deal with 
evictions? It had done infinite injury 
in Ireland. It had muffled up the 
worst horrors of eviction ; but the painful 
effect of eviction remained notwith- 
standing. Forty thousand persons had 
been deprived of their tenantright by 
the insidious operation of that clause. 
In the first quarter of this year no fewer 
than 875 families were deprived of their 
tenancies by that clause, and during the 
half-year the number had risen to 2,404. 
Some of these might be reinstated, but 
the bulk of them were practically at the 
mercy of the landlord. Their tenancies 
were forfeited ; they had no more rights 
in the soil than a squatter. Was not 
that a very dangerous condition of things 
after the passing of four Land Acts? A 
large number of these persons would go 
to swell the number of persons who had 
been evicted in Ireland. The Government 
could deal with the question now, while 
peace prevailed in Ireland; and he 
invited the Chief Secretary not to wait 
until he was compelled to deal with it in 
atime of panic. If Lreland was peaceable 
the prevailing answer was, “ she does not 
want legislation ;” but if she was restless 
the answer was, “she is not fit for legis- 
lation, unless it be of a reprehensive 
character.” He appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman to make a beginning in 
his administration of Ireland worthy to 


{27 Avuaust 1895} 


Supply. 974 


on the Government for some legislation 
to deal with the evicted tenants, and also 
with the revision of judicial rents. The 
Irish people, though suffering from bad 
harvests and low prices for their produce, 
were still at the mercy of the landlords 
and the land agents, who demanded the 
full rent which was fixed when prices 
were better than they were now. The 
Irish Members had listened to English 
Members, representing agricultural con- 
stituencies, pleading for something to be 
done to relieve agricultural distress here. 
But if land in England had gone out of 
cultivation on account of agricultural 
depression, how much stronger was the 
argument in favour of something being 
done in the case of Ireland, where the 
people -depended chiefly on agriculture ? 
He regretted that the Chief Secretary 
had not been able to hold out some hope 
that he would deal this year with the ques- 
tion of judicial rents. He did not believe 
they could find a solution of Irish troubles 
altogether in tinkering with the question 
of rents; it was to be settled rather 
on lines of compulsory land purchase, 
He did not think the case could be 
met by a mere tinkering with judicial 
rents that would result in the tenants 





|losing more in law costs than the reduc- 
itions they would get would amount to 


for years. As they were told they could 
/not have a reduction of judicial rents to 
|meet the difficulties for the time being 
| they were entitled to have something done 


to meet the immediate necessities of the 
|case. It was to be hoped the promised Bill 
{to deal with evicted tenants would be a 
'workable Bill, and would do some good : 
that, however events might change in| but the problem was beset with many 
Great Britain, the current of public difficulties. In his own constituency 
opinion in Ireland flowed steadily on in | efforts had been made by landlords to 
the direction in which it had flowed for | intensify the present difficulties. For 
centuries. Heand his hon. Friends were instance, on the estate of Mr. Marsham 
willing to assist the right hon. Gentleman | Jones, in Lower Drumreilly, a num- 
in the opportunity which he now had, | ber of evictions were carried out in 
and he appealed to him to rise to the | 1883, and the lands were allowed to lie 
occasion. }idle. When Mr. Morley promised an 
*Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) | Evicted Tenants’ Bill, the evicting land- 
joined with his hon. Friends in pressing lord adopted a plan of speculation with 


secure the confidence of the Irish people. 
The last Election ought to have taught 
the Tory Party, as it had taught every 
thoughtful public man in this country, 
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the object of defeating the operation of 
the measure; he planted bogus tenants on 
the farms. Oneof thesemen had nomeans, 
and was unable to stock his farm or to 
pay rent; he was placed under police 
protection ; his home was turned into a 
police barrack for which rent was paid ; 
and he and his family were employed as 
police messengers and to do police work. 
In May last Mr. Morley gave an under- 
taking that that state of things should 
not continue, and it was to be hoped the 
pledge would be carried out by the 
present Chief Secretary, and that bogus 
tenants would not be allowed to receive 
subsidies for the purpose of remaining in 
occupation and defeating the promised 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman rather 
infelicitously remarked that perhaps 
those who remained in Ireland were 


happier because others had emigrated. 
Unfortunately, the emigration had not 
been organised, but the landlords had 
driven out the young and energetic, 
leaving the old and less helpful who are 
dependent on the emigrants—a fact 


which the landlords turned to account. 
One of them in South Leitrim, early 
in the year, had sued a number of 
tenants in the county court for two 
years’ rent, and the judge condemned 
the landlord, saying that the tenants 
could not pay two years’ rent in such a 
year as this, adding that there were no 
diamond mines in Leitrim. But although 
there are no diamond mines, the land- 
lord knew that they had most of their 
families in America, England and Scot- 
land, and that these expatriated people 
would send money to their friends to 
enable them to remain in their homes. 
These were the diamond mines the land- 
lords had been working in—the pressure 
they put upon the people to pay impos- 
sible rents. Nationalist Members from 
Ireland had done their best to mitigate 
the evils of rack-renting, and he trusted 
that the Chief Secretary would do some- 
thing to further mitigate these evils. 
For his own part he did not care whether 
good came from a Liberal or Tory 


Mr. Jasper Tully. 
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Government, and he would candidly 
welcome any efforts to settle the land 
question which would bring peace and 
prosperity to their unfortunate country. 
*Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said, 
the vote for the offices of Chief Secretary 
for Ireland came to £42,000, while for 
the Secretary for Scotland it was only 
£12,000. There were items in the Trish 
Vote not included in the Scotch, but even 
allowing for that, they had about £30,000 
for the Irish Office against £12,000 for 
the Scotch Office. Anyone might think 
Ireland were the richer, more populous 
and important country. Was this true? 
On the contrary, the poor law valuation 
of Ireland was only 13 or 14 millions, 
while that of Scotland was 26 millions. 
So a country twice as rich as Ireland 
only paid half as much for these ser- 
vices as Ireland had to pay. The 
Secretary for Scotland received a 
salary of £2,000 a year while the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland received £4,500. 
In the exaction of these huge amounts 
from the unfortunate country they had 
one of the secrets of the misery that the 
people of Ireland suffered from. A 
hundred years ago the taxation of Ire- 
land was the same as now, but the 
wealth of Ireland was then far greater. 
Wheat was 80s. a quarter ; now it was 
only 26s. Ireland was an agricultural 
country then as now. The total taxa- 
tion for local and Imperial purposes was 
only two millions, while to-day it was 
£11,250,000, and this huge sum was made 
up of extravagant amounts such as he 
had alluded to. In his opinion Irish 
Members directed too much attention 
to the Land Question; he admitted 
its importance, but the real secret 
of the poverty of Ireland lay in 
the increase of taxation that had grown 
up in the country. The hon. Member 
for Louth had stated that during the 
last forty years the taxation of Ireland 
had been trebled. The population had 
fallen off, and the poverty of the people 
had greatly increased. Why should tax- 
ation have been increased? The reason 
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was that the amount of taxation was fixed 
by Great Britain alone, which was rich 
and prosperous. The Committee had been 
dealing with the Estimates for Scotland. 
That country shared in the wealth of 
England, and so did Wales. The whole 
of Great Britain had developed in popu- 
lation and wealth. That was the country 
in which the taxes were fixed. These 
taxes then were imposed upon a 
country which was getting poorer 
every day. The traditional Govern- 
ment of England failed to realise 
the difference between the one country 
abounding in prosperity and the other 
which was sinking more and more into 
misfortune and ruin. Dr. Grimshaw, 
the Registrar General for Ireland, said 
the agricultural produce of Ireland was 
25 millions less this year than forty years 
ago. The Chief Secretary might say 
that Ireland produced more cattle and 
less crops than in those days, but even 
the cattle were five millions less. Agri- 
culture was the only source of wealth in 
Ireland, and according to Dr. Grimshaw’s 
figures the wealth of Ireland had 
diminished 30 per cent. in the last forty 
years. It was said the people who 
remained in Ireland were better off by 
the departure of those who had emi- 
grated. But the pauperism of Ireland 
had doubled during the last 30 years. 
There were 95 paupers in Ireland 
to every 1,000 of population; in 
Great Britain there were 22 paupers to 
every 1,000. Taxation was piled on 
Ireland as the poverty of the country 
became more severe. The deposits in 
the savings banks in Ireland had in- 
creased because the interest was 3 per 
cent. and other banks only allowed 1 per 
cent. People put their money in the 
banks because they were unwilling to 
invest it in cultivating the land. So the 
increase in the banks’ deposits did 
not prove that the country was richer. 
The Chief Secretary had said that the 
improvement in the railway returns 
showed that the country was more 
prosperous, but three articles which 
had lately attracted much attention 
in the Fortnightly Review traced the 
whole of the difficulties of Ireland to 
the mismanagement of railways. The 
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railways did not serve the agricultural 
interest in Ireland well. A Board of 
Trade was wanted in Ireland which 
would insist on the railways serving 
the agricultural interest. The  rail- 
ways in Ireland might be flourishing 
at the expense of the country. 
One of the strongest arguments against 
these hopeful views about the condition 
of the country was that in Ireland 
good food, the produce of the farms, 
was exported, and cheap and bad 
food was imported for the consump- 
tion of the people. For instance, Irish 
bacon was as good as any that the world 
produced, but the people did not eat 
it—it was all exported, and cheap and 
bad American bacon was imported in its 
place. Good Irish meal was exported, 
and the people were compelled to eat 
inferior Indian meal, which was about 
the worst food that could be purchased. 
He desired to support what had been 
said about the sufferings caused by the 
present bad season. He had been 
in Ireland a fortnight ago and he 
found that the suffering in the country 
was becoming acute, in a way that the 
right hon. Gentleman had no idea of, 
although he paid all respect to the infor- 
mation which the right hon. Gentleman 
had obtained. He had received a letter 
that morning which stated that the 
sufferings were “really tragic.” The 
drought of May and June had swept 
away all the grass, and the consequence 
was that the farmers were compelled 
to sell half their stock at a great 
sacrifice. After the drought had come 
a flood, with the result that the hay and 
oats crops could not be saved, and the 
country was at the present moment 
experiencing the worst weather that 
they had had for years. It was true 
that the potato crop was a good one, 
but that was only Ireland’s third crop in 
importance. Her first and main crop 
was hay, her second was oats, and 
potatoes formed her third crop. Undue 
importance was attached to Ireland’s 
potato crop in this country. Forty 
years ago that crop was valued at 
£20,000,000 but now only £7,000,000 
worth of potatoes were grown. The 
Irish farmers now depended upon hay, 
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oats, cattle, pigs and butter. The hay 
crop had failed, and oats and butter had 
fallen enormously in price. The 
result was that the situation of 
Ireland was one that demanded the 
most serious consideration on the part 
of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
fully admitted that the right hon. 
Gentleman had shown that he was 
quite willing to inquire into the matter. 
He had referred to the extravagance 
of the present Estimates, but the 
most cruel part of the whole matter 
was that, if these wasteful, almost 
immorally extravagant, Estimates were 
to be reduced, it would afford no 
relief to Ireland. Let them take the 
case of the Irish police huts ; the police 
were the one prosperous institution in 
the country, and its members were fat, 
comfortable, and well fed. The circum- 
stances in which Ireland was placed 
were so malicious and cruel, that, if 
they were to reduce the Estimates, 
they would make the evil to the people 
greater and not less. It was the taxa- 
tion of the country that ought to be 
reduced. There was no fiscal unity | 
between Ireland and Great Britain now, 
but the differences were such as did not 
help Ireland, and they ought to try and 
suit the burden to the back of Ireland. 
The heavy taxation imposed upon that 
country during the last 40 years was 
the most sordid form that the oppression 
of Ireland had taken. He trusted that 
the right hon. Gentleman would try and 
deal with this question, and would take 
some steps that would relieve Ireland 
from the unjust burdens that now 
oppressed her. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
said, that he had not the advantage of 
listening to the speech of the Chief 
Secretary, but, as far as he could gather, 
the right hon. Gentleman had stated 
that, in the Recess, it would be his duty 
to consider the provisions of a large 
Purchase Bill. As one who was anxious 
to see the dual system end as far as 
possible in Ireland, he would warn the 
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right hon. Gentleman against the re- 
enactment of the increased instalments 
of the first five years. He was sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman had advo- 
cated emigration as one of the great cures 
applicable to Ireland. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, 
that he referred to the time when popu- 
lation was more numerous than the land 
could bear, and to the fact that some of 
that population having emigrated, left 
the rest happier than before. 

Mr. POWER, continuing, said, that 
so far from emigration being good for 
Treland, it only did her further injury ; 
and, in his opinion, the view and aim of 
everyone interested in Ireland should be 
to stop the hemorrhage of the nation’s 
life-blood, and their aim should be to 
keep the people at home. He hoped 
that the Government would make some 
effort to tide over the coming winter in 
Ireland. They were often twitted with 
loving the life of agitators, but if hon. 
Members opposite knew the life of an 
Trish agitator they would not think it a 
luxurious one. It had been burnt into 
the souls of the people of Ireland that 
nothing had been done for the past 
hundred years for the good of Ireland 
until the country had been on the very 
eve of rebellion.. This was the case with 
the land legislation of the Conservatives, 
and he hoped that the action of the pre- 
sent Government would not further 
impress that view upon the Irish race. 
The evicted farms were a running sore in 
Ireland, and unless something was done 
to bring about the reinstatement of the 
men who had been evicted, they could 
not look forward to peace in the coming 
winter. He suggested that the Land 
Commission might be brought in as an 
intermeditary or third party to a settle- 
ment. He thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman had, from his own point of 
view, a golden opportunity. He had a 
large majority; he had the assurance 
from the Liberal and from the Irish 
Benches that if a non-contentious Bill 
were now brought forward dealing with 
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the points that had been raised, it would 
be considered in no captious mood ; and 
he was strong enough, owing to the 
largeness of his majority, to dispense with 
those who were inclined to be unreason- 
able. Whatever the right hon. Gentle- 
man did, he would not be able to change 
the sentiment of the Irish people in 
regard to Home Rule. Did anyone con- 
tend that if they had a Legislature of 
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their own, this winter would be passed 
without their bringing forward some | 
measure to assist the Irish farmers? He) 
believed that it was in the interests of 
those who did believe in a Unionist 
system to legislate at once in the true 
interests of the Irish people. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid) said, that 
the question of the housing of Irish 
labourers was a burning question, not 
merely in his own constituency but in 
all parts of Ireland. The housing of 
labourers had been dealt with, but in- 
sufficiently, and as far as the allotment of 
land was concerned, it had been dealt with 
inequitably and injudiciously. If that 
House passed a Bill in favour of 
granting to the Irish labourer the acre 
of land, why should not that which had 
been granted by the House be carried 
into execution ? He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would pay attention to this 
matter, and remedy the standing injustice 
that obtained in connection with the 
position of these labourers. Immense 
difficulty was thrown in the way of 
obtaining a cottage and an allotment of 
land for the Irish labourer, but, if the 
matter was dealt with seriously and with 
less red tape, he maintained that these 
benefits could be obtained. The labourer 
in portions of the rich lands of Limerick 
was not on the same footing as one of 
his own poor constituents in the high- 
lands of County Cork. He drew no 
invidious distinctions in the matter, but 
he pointed out how great were the law 
expenses, and the distances which wit- 
nesses had to travel in order to have the 
whole question settled in Dublin, instead 
of at the nearest legal centre. He had 
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put the matter clearly before several of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s predecessors 
hoping that something would be done, 
and that at any rate the courts of the 
County Court Judges might be made use 
of, instead of having all these matters 
settled at Dublin with much expense 
and delay. He had listened to what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said 
with a certain amount of dismay. The 
weather in all districts of Ireland had 
been bad. It had been raining almost 
continuously, and he was told that the 
grain crops were flat and the hay 
destroyed. He heard also that all the 
Boards of Guardians in the extensive 
County of Cork said that the judicial 
rents under existing conditions could not 
be paid during the ensuing winter, and 
that something should be done. He 
therefore laid the matter before the 
right hon. Gentleman and the House. 
It was also asked that loans should be 
granted to farmers—small loans at a 
reasonable rate of interest. They gave 
money to Armenia, and they spent money 
in China, and he admitted that these 
countries called for their sympathy, but 
Charity commenced at home, that was if 
they recognised her. He would ask the 
Chief Secretary to let his mind apply 
to this. All they asked was that what 
could be done, should be done. In the 


words of the old Scottish song :— 


‘‘Now’s the day, and now’s the hour.’ 


Let it not pass. Let matters be amicably 
arranged. Let not the right hon. Gentle- 
man be led astray from the path of duty. 
The greatest duty imposed on any ruler 


was his duty towards God’s poor. If the 
right hon. Gentleman happened to be the 
ruler for the time being over a poor 
nation, let him recognise the words of 
his distinguished precedessor, Drummond 
—let him think of the necessities of the 
nation. Was it always to be a case of 
landlord and tenant? They had now an 
opportunity of showing what could be 
done if the labourers were satisfied, if 
the evicted tenants were restored, if the 
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farmers were satisfied ; their position 
would be very different from what it 
was. Do not let the golden moment fly, 
and go back to coercion. He was not 
going to say one word which could 
offend. He was only appealing to the 
right hon. Gentleman, who had spoken 
calmly and quietly, as he sincerely hoped 
he was trying todo. [“ Hear, hear!”] Let 
him try to rise above these minor points 
and deal with the labourers almost first, 
if not first, dealing with the evicted 
tenants at the same time. [Zaughter.] 
He wished to draw no invidious distine- 
tions. [Renewed laughter.] If hon. Mem- 
bers had the opportunity of going through 
Ireland and seeing many of the poor 
labourers’ cottages and the hovels in 
which the evicted tenants live, they 
would be less inclined to laugh. But he 
did not mind the laugh ; they were only 
new Members, and did not quite under- 
stand the subject. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) 
said, the Chief Secretary’s speech was 
devoted, not to the exposition of the 
policy of his party, but to a criticism of 
the various suggestions which had pro- 
ceeded from the Irish Benches, and the 
right hon. Gentleman either flatly re- 
jected these suggestions, or declared his 
inability to form an opinion upon them. 
The suggestions made by Irish Members 
were divided into two categories—those 
which related to the more pressing wants 
of Irish life, and those whose considera- 
tion might be postponed till next Session. 
They were compelled to press on the 
right hon. Gentleman the necessity of 
taking some steps even this Session for 
dealing with the perennial Irish land 
question. Now, as in 1886, they found 
the demands of the Irish Members re- 
jected ; but whereas ten years ago they 
had nothing to rely upon but their own 
experience of what was going on, this 
year their demands were fortified by the 
Report of the Committee of the House, 
which declared that the Irish land ques- 
tion was one of urgency by reason of the 
expiry of the statutory term. The 
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Chief Secretary denied that there 
was any necessity for legislating on the 
subject this year. But that depended 
on the character of the legislation. I it 
was to follow the lines of Mr. Morley’s 
Land Bill, which proposed to reduce the 
statutory term to ten years, then it would 
make an enormous difference to the Irish 
tenant whether the change was carried 
into effect this year or next. Were they 
to assume that the right hon. Gentleman 
had definitely made up his mind to re- 
ject the proposal in the Bill of the late 
Government reducing the statutory term : 
and, if so, were they to take it that the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone concurred 
in the conclusion? If it was not so, how 
could the right hon. Gentleman say that 
it made no difference whether legislation 
was passed now or next year? At any 
rate, in view of the anxiety which the 
question excited in Ireland, and its ad- 
mitted urgency, they might expect 
to have some pledge froin the right 
hon. Gentleman as to the time when 
the next Session was to _ open. 
This was a question affecting not a 
small section of the Irish tenants, but 
almost every tenant north, south, east 
and west. It was a matter which was 
admitted on all hands to be of urgency, 
and yet they got no kind of assur 
ance that they would secure an early 
sitting of Parliament to deal with it. 
In the natural course of things, if 
Parliament opened in the month of 
January or February, the right hon. 
Gentleman would have no chance or 
prospect of passing his land legislation 
into law before July or August; and it 
was trifling with an important subject 
like this to throw it over for a period of 
12 months in the face of such an agri- 
cultural crisis as the present. He would 
not say it was equal to that of 1886, but 
without going into any comparison, the 
fact must be admitted by anybody who 
was at all acquainted with the circum- 
stances of agriculture in Ireland, that the 
prospect before the Irish tenants was as 
gloomy as it could be. The potatocrop was 
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a good one, but important as the potato 
crop was as providing against a want of 
food, it was very unimportant when they 
came to deal with the question of rent, 
because there was none of the crops in 
which the Irish tenant embarked his 
capital and labour which was _ so 
unprofitable in the matter of rent 
paying. Yet with such a gloomy pros- 
pect before them, with a Report of a 
Parliamentary Committee pressing the 
urgency of this question, here were 
Ministers, at the beginning of the Parlia- 
ment of 1895, as they were at the 
beginning of the Parliament of 1886, 
opposing the demand of the Irish 
Members for legislation on a question 
involving the happiness and the lives of 
millions of the Irish people. He would 
refer to another topic with which the 
right hon. Gentleman dealt in his speech. 
The right hon. Gentleman made an 
apologetic reference to the action of the 
House of Lords upon the Municipal 
Franchise Bill. 

THe CHAIRMAN : It is true that I 
allowed that discussion to go on for a 
short time. The charge was made and 
but it would be 
out of order to continue the discussion 
any longer. And if the discussion 
proceeded upon what took place in the 
other House during the last Parliament, 
that would be still more out of order. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY said he 
neither proposed to discuss the terms of 
the Municipal Franchise Bill, nor the 
action of the House of Lords upon it. 
What he was discussing was the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Irish policy, and he 
was merely pointing out that while the 
right hon. Gentleman was ready to make 
an apology for the House of Lords, he 
took care not to tell the Committee 
what the Government intended to do 
with regard to that Bill. For 20 years, 
he might almost say 50 years—for English- 
men had enjoyed the same benefit for 
50 years—for 20 years Irishmen had 
been year after year refused any 
measure of the kind, and now, when 
the question was raised at the beginning 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s régime, he 
was ready enough to make an apology 
for the House of Lords and Lord 
Cadogan, but would give the Committee 
no indication whatever of what the 
Government intended to do in the near 
future. That was the attitude of the 
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right hon. Gentleman. When the Irish 
Members made definite proposals calling 
for legislation on urgent questions in 
this Session in which they were now 
engaged, the right hon. Gentleman 
opposed to them a flat negative ; and when 
they demanded to know what was to be 
the action of the Government, he told 
them he was not prepared with an 
answer. Supposing England were 
governed by an Irish Minister who met 
the demands of English Members for a 
declaration of policy regarding their 
country, with the statement that he 
knew nothing about England and that 
he would prepare a scheme when he had 
learned something about it, would 
not Englishmen consider the position 
humiliating to them? The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Irish Members 
did not press the land question forward 
during the lifetime of the late Govern- 
ment. The right hon. Member was in 
error. They did press the question upon 
the attention of the Government, and 
they obtained the appointment of a 
Committee to inquire into it, and a 
Bill would have been passed, but for the 
action of the Party represented by hon. 
Members opposite. Then, whatever 
might have been the faults of the late 
Government, they at any rate had 
pledged themselves to effect a final cure 
for Irish grievances by handing over the 
Government of the country to the Irish 
people. The late Government no doubt 
deserved criticism in many matters, but 
Trishmen would be very ungrateful if 
they ever forgot the fact that that 
Government recognised their just claim 
to self government and strove to give 
effect to it. The right hon. Gentleman 
had pledged himself to bring in a Bill 
to re-enact Clause 13 of the Act of 1891, 
for the benefit of the evicted tenants. 
When that clause was originally passed 
into law, he was glad, because he 
believed its enactments, promoted by the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone and the 
hon. Member for South Hunts, afforded 
evidence of conciliatory spirit among the 
Trish landlords. In the end, however, it 
was found that that spirit was absent, 
and the result was that the clause proved 
to be useless, almost a nullity. If the 
landlords were going to adopt the same 
attitude now, the House would be merely 
wasting time by re-enacting the clause. 
The right hon. Member therefore would 
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do well to put pressure upon his landlord 
supporters from Ireland in order to bring 
them to a reasonable frame of mind 
in their dealings with the tenants. If 
there really was a disposition among the 
landlords to reinstate their tenants, a 
great deal could be done to facilitate the 
process by making a Treasury grant for 
the purpose, such as was proposed in 
Mr. Morley’s Bill two years ago. No 
doubt if the hon. Member for South 
Hunts could bring his friends in Ireland 
to a better frame of mind, and induce 
them to deal justly with their tenants, 
some good might be done by the 
re-enactment of the 13th Clause. 
He further wished to call attention to 
the constitution and powers of the Irish 
Fishery Board, and pressed on the Chief 
Secretary the importance of doing for 
Ireland something like that which was 
done for Scotland by the Scotch Fishery 
Board. To begin with, for the Scotch 
Fishery Board, Parliament voted some- 
thing like £26,000 a year, whereas the 
Vote for the Irish Fisheries amounted to 
only £5,000. And it was not only the 
amount of the Vote. The Scottish 


Fishery Board appeared to be doing every 


year more and more excellent work in 
bringing about the prosperity of the 
Scottish fisheries. He was sorry to say 
he could say nothing of the kind with 
regard to the body which exists in 
Treland. In Scotland, the whole ma- 
chinery was directed to fostering the 
fisheries, whereas the Irish Board was 
little better than a body of fishery police, 
making regulations of a narrow and 
limited character. Whereas the Scottish 
Board dealt more with sea than with 
fresh-water fisheries, the Irish Board took 
cognisance almost entirely of the fresh- 
water fisheries, and sea fisheries, which 
ought to be the more important, were 
utterly neglected by them, and he 
doubted whether they had jurisdiction 
over them at all. Thus, they had this 
unfortunate state of things in Ireland, 
that a purely agricultural country had 
nothing in the shape of a Board of Agri- 
culture, and similarly, in regard to the 
next most important industry, the sea 
fisheries, whereas they had in England 
and Scotland bodies set up to watch over 
the interests of the sea fisheries, nothing 
of the kind was provided for Ireland. 
Tn Scotland, for example, a considerable 
sum was spent every year by the Scottish 
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Fishery Board in branding the Scotch 
herrings, and all Scottish Members were 
agreed that the prosperity of the industry 
there had been largely promoted by that 
state of things. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] Over 
and over again, Irish Members had asked 
that a similar arrangement should be 
established in the case of Ireland, 
Within the last 12 months, the Irish ° 
Fish Curing Association made strong 
representations, calling for a similar 
system to be set up, but of course nothing 
of the kind was done. The right hon, 
Gentleman had declared his policy to be 
one of looking after the industrial 
resources and promoting the material 
prosperity of Ireland. He hoped he 
would give his attention to this important 
matter of the Irish fisheries. So far as 
the prosperity of the Irish fisheries were 
concerned, they might just as well have 
no Fishery Inspectors at all, and refuse 
to vote this £5,000 a year. When Sir 
Thomas Brady was illegally compelled to 
retire from his office on the Irish Fishery 
Board some few years ago, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House, who 
was then Chief Secretary, thought that 
a fitting substitute would be found for 
him by appointing to the position a 
resident magistrate, whose sole qualifica- 
tion was, that he had acquired an evil 
reputation in the coercion courts set up 
by the right hon. Gentleman. He hoped 
the Chief Secretary would make the 
Fishery Department an efficient instru- 
ment for promoting the fishing industry 
of Ireland. The efforts of the Depart- 
ment were at present almost entirely 
confined to the fresh-water fishery. He 
urged the right hon. Gentleman to set up 
in Ireland something in the nature of 
the Scottish Fishery Board, and promote 
in that way the prosperity of the Irish 
sea coast fisheries. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR hoped 
the hon. Gentlemen who had spoken 
would not think it was out of any want 
of respect to them if he did not refer to 
what they had said, much of which had 
been either arguments in reply to his own 
speech or else merely restatements of 
what had been already said. He thought, 
however, some answer was due to the 
hon. Member who had just sat down, 
and who had raised a new point in con- 
nection with the Irish fishery. He was 
as anxious as the hon. Member could be 
to develop this, which was amongst the 
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most important of Irish industries. 
“ Hear, hear!” He was rather in- 
clined to think the hon. Gentleman had 


‘underrated what had been already done 


in Ireland, and he was not sure that he 
had at all accurately described what was 
now being done in England and Scotland. 
He could assure the hon. Gentleman that 
he would inquire fully into the subject, 
and if he found there was room for im- 
provement, no effort shou!d be wanting 
on his part to effect it. [“ Hear, hear ! ”] 

Dr. TANNER: What about the 
labourers ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, the 
hon. Member for Mid Cork had raised a 
question as to the Labourers’ Dwellings 
Act. [Dr. Tanner ; “ And allotments.” ] 
There had been certain difficulties to 
encounter, but the matter was now under 


_the consideration of the Local Govern- 


ment Board. He trusted that those 
difficulties would be removed by adminis- 
trative action, and if not, then by legisla- 
tion. [* Hear, hear !”] 

Dr. TANNER: Under the circum- 
stances, I beg to move a reduction of the 
Vote by £1,000 in respect of the Chief 
Secretary’s salary. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I beg to move that the question 
be now put. [Cheers.] 


The question having been put from 
the Chair, 


Dr. TANNER (who remained seated) : 
On a point of order, Mr. Lowther, I beg 
to state that the right hon. Gentleman 
was too late. [{Laughter.| 

Tue CHAIRMAN : There is no point 
of order. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to state I shall 
raise the whole question on the —— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
have already informed the hon. Member 
that that is not a point of order. 

Dr. TANNER: Thank jou. 
[Laughter. | 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147; 
Noes, 47.—(Division List, No 25.) 


Question put accordingly 


_The Committee divided :—Ayes, 152 ; 
Noes, 40.—(Division List, No. 26.) 


{27 Avaust 1895} 
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On the Vote of £939, to complete the 
sum for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of the Commissioners of 
Charitable Donations and Bequests for 
Treland, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested, that 
out of the remaining six Votes in this 
class the Government might get four, 
but the others should be postponed until 
to-morrow. The Vote of the Irish Local 
Government Board and the Public 
Works Vote, for example, would raise 
some points for discussion; but the 
remaining Votes might be obtained by 
the Government at a reasonable hour. 
He formally moved to report progress. 

Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY thought the Committee would 
feel that at the time of the year at 
which they had arrived, some effort 
should be made by the Committee, even 
at some personal sacrifice, to wind up 
the Session [Cheers.| He gathered 
that this was the view of the hon. Mem- 
ber himself, and it was in that sense, no 
doubt, the suggestion had been made. 
But in order to carry out the general 
view he had expressed, he thought it was 
necessary that the Government should 
get the Irish Votes in all classes to-night 
and to-morrow, or at least by to-morrow 
night. It must be remembered that if 
the administration in Ireland were to be 
criticised, it would be that of Mr. Morley, 
and it would probably offer to hon. 
Members opposite less material for 
criticism than the Administration of 
other Irish Secretaries had done. He 
hoped they might finish the Irish Votes 
to-morrow. He should be glad to take 
the four Votes offered them to-night, 
then take the Report of Supply, and to- 
morrow take the remaining Votes in 
this class and all other Irish Votes. If 
that plan met with general approbation, 
he should be happy to adopt it. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, there seemed 
to be some misunderstanding as to what 
the suggestion was. There remained in 
this and other classes 13 Irish Votes, 
and the right hon. Gentleman could 
hardly expect them to assent to the 
suggestion that all should be dis- 
posed of to-morrow, seeing that they 
included Votes for law charges and for 
the constabulary, and Wednesday was a 
short day. The Irish Members had no 
disposition to prolong the Session; they 
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wanted to get home; but they On the Vote of £2,974, to complete 
something to take with them. the sum for the Public Record Office, 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA-| Ireland, 

SURY said, the hon. and learned Gen-| Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that the 
tleman had made one mistake in assuming | Trish Records were in a scandalous con- 
the shortness of Wednesday, which, so | dition. They could be easily dealt with 
far as the actual time at their disposal | by a man like Dr. Hyde, who had done 
was concerned, had in it the capacity of | more for Irish literature than any other 
being the longest day in the week. | man in the world, and who would do the 
[Laughter.| He hoped it would be a\work at an expense of a few hundred 
short one, and that they would rise at a} pounds. The Government should take 
reasonable hour ; but, if they were to|hold of some competent scholar of the 
sit only a reasonable number of days, it | country and put him into the Record 
appeared that they must sit an un-/ (Office, where his work would be a labour 
reasonable number of hours. lof love. Some of the work which had 
*Mr. FLYNN asked the Leader of the | been in hand for ten or twelve years 
House to be reasonable. The Nationalist |should be expedited, and he thought 
Members were prepared to pass the ten|that more men should be put on with 
contentious Votes, but, with regard to | this object. 
others, it was an unheard of thing to) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
attempt to force them over the heads of | would be happy to give his best con- 
the Irish Members. It would be con-/| sideration to the suggestions of the hon. 
trary to the pledges given when the and learned Member, and he trusted 
Twelve o'clock Rule was suspended. that the result would be that he would 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA-| be able to give effect to the hon. and 
SURY suggested that there should be a learned Member’s wishes. 
distinct understanding that the Irish 
Votes be finished on Thursday. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he and his 
friends were most anxious to meet the 
wishes of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
they would be willing to accede to his 
suggestion on the understanding that if 
there was anything abnormal in the | Vote of £6,504, to complete the sum for 
Votes additional time would be granted | Valuation and Boundary Survey, Ireland 
to them to consider it. | —agreed to. 
saree ie ao Pog a er Resolutions to be reported this day ; 

anid, he would cadeavour to! C ittee to sit again this da 
afford facilities on Report. ieee 8 y: 

Mr.T. M. HEALY said, he understood 
the Irish Votes would be finished on | 
Thursday, and that the Report stage of 
the Chief Secretary’s Vote would be} 
taken at a reasonable hour. - , ’ sess 
_ Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA-|" ponascinyptterie Png Bye 
SURY: At a reasonable—not abnor- | 
mally late hour. We must see what Crass II. 
progress is made with the English Votes. 
But the finishing of the Irish Votes on | 


wanted | 


. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £8,780, to complete the sum for 
Registrar General’s Office, Ireland— 
agreed to. 


SUPPLY (26rnh AUGUST). 
Resolutions reported. 


Resolution, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £11,473, be 


Thursday is a pledge binding on both 
sides of the House. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 

Dr. TANNER asked leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Vote agreed to. 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


| granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
|necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1896, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty's 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and of the 
| Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrol- 
| ments ”"— 


| Postponed. 


| 


Other Resolutions agreed to. 


| 





993 West Highland 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
SITE). 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. HANBURY proposed :— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the issue, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, in such sums, not 
exceeding in the whole £450,000, as may be re- 
quired by the Commissioners of Works for the 
purchase of certain lands in Westminster for a 
site for public offices.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said, the sum 
involved was £450,000, and this showed 
the way in which it was proposed to 
lavish money on the Metropolis—a great 
Metropolis, no doubt. If a trifle were 
asked for the Metropolis of Ireland it 
was resisted, and articles would appear 
in every paper; but here they were 
granting nearly half a million in a 
whisk after midnight for the English 
Metropolis. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Further Resolved :— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the Treasury 
to borrow money for meeting the sums so to be 
issued, and to authorise’ the payment, out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament for the 
service of the Commissioner of Works, or (if 
those moneys are insufficient) out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, of any annuity required for the 
repayment of such Joan.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Resolutions to be reported this day. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: When shall we 
see the Bill on this subject ? 

Mr. HANBURY: As soon as it can 
be printed. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY 


(GUARANTEE). 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 

Mr. HANBURY moved :— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the Treasury 
to guarantee the Interest, at the rate of Three 
ver cent., on £260,000 of the capital of the 

est Highland Railway Company, and to pay 
asum of money, not exceeding £30,000, to that 
Company ; and to authorise the payment, out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament, and (if 
those moneys are insufficient) out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, of such sums as may be necessary 
for those purposes.” 


{27 Avaust 1895} 
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*Mr. BUCHANAN said, this was a 
Resolution which they could not allow 
to pass without discussion. [A laugh.] 
It was a contentious proposal, and they 
ought to have some explanation. He 
did not think the introduction of this 
Bill was likely to facilitate a speedy 
termination of the Session. The first 
ground on which he held that this was a 
contentious measure was the ground of 
precedent. An identical proposal was 
made in the spring of this year, and 
when the late Government was defeated 
it was included in the category of con- 
tentious measures which were abandoned. 
He thought they were entitled to claim 
that what, with the assent of the present 
Leader of the House, was regarded as 
contentious in June could not be other- 
wise than contentious in August. But 
there was another ground. So far as they 
knew, the only reason why the Govern- 
ment pushed forward this measure now, 
was a promise given in his letter to 
one of the promoters of the railway, 
Mr. Cameron, of Lochiel. The right 
hon. Gentleman had declined to give the 
date of the letter. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): I did not know the date. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN said, the facts, so 
far as the public were aware, were these. 
On the day before the polling for Inver- 
ness-shire, a statement was made at a 
political meeting held in support of the 
present Member, to the effect that 
Mr. Cameron had got an assurance from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
the words of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
letter— 


“that he would do his best to pass a Bill for 
providing for a Government guarantee when 
Parliament met in August ”’— 


were quoted in some of the Scotch news- 
papers. He thought the very fact of 
the promise being given on such an 
occasion, and announced in such a way, 
put the Bill into the category of conten- 
tious measures. The Bill was contentious 
on other grounds. Parliament had never 
had an opportunity since the subject of 
Government aid was broached, of dis- 
cussing the proposals on their merits, 
though the subject was a highly impor- 
tant one, both financially and politically. 
The policy involved in the Bill had never 
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been discussed in the House of Com- 
mons, and that showed that it could 
be fairly looked upon as contentious. 
He knew that some hon. Members took 
theline that the Government were taking 
the very serious step of committing the 
House of Commons to the policy of 
State aid to railways in the poorer parts 
of Great Britain. That was a new 
policy, involving important principles 
and far-reaching consequences, and surely 
a Bill containing such a principle ought 
to be reckoned as a contentious measure, 
and ought not to be pushed through in 
the small hours of the morning in this 
short Session of Parliament. He never 
should have objected to the Government 
endeavouring to push the matter forward 
in a regular business Session. Indeed, 
after what had been said on the subject 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, it 
was only to be expected that they should 
do so; but what he objected to was 
that they should endeavour to push it 
through during this short Session of 
Parliament as a non-contentious mea- 
sure. They ought not to be obliged to 
take a single stage of this Bill at the 
present moment, because they had no 
papers going further than July 29, 

1892, on this subject, and they were 
promised further correspondence between 
the Treasury and the promoters since 
that time. He did not think it was 
fair that the House should be asked to 
signify its assent to the important policy 
involved in the Bill until they had 
obtained the fullest possible information 
upon its proposals. On these grounds 
he had ventured very shortly to contend 
that the Bill could not fairly be con- 
sidered a non-contentious measure, and 
he earnestly appealed to the Members 
of the Government not to proceed with 
it further. 

*THoe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER: The hon. Member has 
opposed this proposal on two grounds. 
In the first place he says that it indi- 
cates a new policy with regard to rail- 
ways in Great Britain. If it be so, at 
any rate it is a policy which to my 
mind Great Britain has quite as fair a 
right to claim as ever Ireland had. The 
proposal is the outcome of an inquiry 
held in 1891, and the guarantee proposed 
in the Bill was originally authorised by 
my right hon. Friend the Member for St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, when he filled 
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the office of Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
According to the recommendation of a 
Committee, this was the only means of 
securing the construction of this railway, 
which would not only be of great advan- 
tage to the crofters and farmers of the dis- 
trict, but would also promote greatly the 
fishing interests of the people of the 
Western Highlands. At that time, those 
interested in the question were not able 
to subscribe to the conditions which my 
right hon. Friend very properly laid 
down. Subsequently, the matter was 
again considered, and while the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouthshire 
was Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
North British Railway Company under- 
took to work this railway in perpetuity, 
provided a guarantee of 3 per cent. were 
given on £260,000. But, owing to the 
arrangements made, by which 50 per 
cent. of the gross traffic receipts are 
to be paid to the Government, the 
whole charge to the country from that 
guarantee is certainly not lixely to be as 
much as 3 per cent. on £260,000. That 
is the proposal made now. The hon, 
Member said that this was treated as a 
contentious matter last Session. I 
cannot agree with him. What occurred 
last Session was,this: When my pre- 
decessor had entered into an agreement 
—I think in May last—with the railway 
company concerned, that this guarantee 
should be given, a notice of a Resolution 
was placed on the Paper to bring ina 
Bill to carry out the agreement. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down, or 
some other hon. Member, thereupon gave 
notice of opposition, and consequently, 
under the blocking rule, the matter could 
not come on after 12 o’clock. That is 
the amount of opposition that was 
offered last Session to this proposal. 
The hon. Member charges me with 
having done something like a political 
job in endeavouring to carry out the 
promise of my predecessor. I could do 
nothing else. The Government of the 
country is bound by promises of this 
kind made by their predecessors. The 
hon. Member says that my promise to 
fulfil the obligation of my predecessor 
was made use of at a political meeting. 
I would ask him why, on the other side, 
candidates did not make equal use of the 
promise of the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouthshire? Was it because 
they thought that possibly some of the 
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electors concerned might be disposed to 
believe that we were more likely to fulfil 
our promises than our predecessors? I 
trust the hon. Member will not further 
oppose this Motion. All that we ask 
for to-night is the power to place this 
Bill, by means of this Resolution, before 
the House. The Papers to which the 
hon. Member has alluded will be pre- 
sented shortly. I hope that they will 
be in the hands of Members before 
the Second Reading of the Bill is 
moved. He will then see the corre- 
spondence that has passed, and will under- 
stand that this is not a “ political job,” 
but an attempt to carry out a promise 
made in perfect good faith by our pre- 
decessors in office for the benefit of a 
poor and neglected district of Great 
Britain. 

Dr. CLARK said, that this was a con- 
tentious matter, which never got beyond 
the stage of Report in the last Parliament. 
Since the proposal was first made, a 
private Bill had been brought in and 
had become an Act, by which the North 
British Railway Company had taken 
upon themselves to carry out the promise 
given to make a railway. He did not 
know whether he supported the Bill or 
not, but he thought the different stages 
of the Resolution and also the first Read- 
ing of the Bill should be allowed, in 
order that the House might know what 
the Government proposed. He objected 
to his hon. Friend preventing them 
getting the Bill into their hands. At 
the Second Reading of the Bill, they 
could discuss the principle. The present 
Government, when in power three or 
four years ago, began this system of 
grants, and one grant they made was 
one he should have opposed. It was a 
grant of, he thought, £40,000 to the 
Highland Railway—a rich company, 
paying a 6 per cent. dividend—to con- 
tinue their line from Strome Ferry to 
Kyllachy. What the Government now 
apparently proposed to do was this 
—having given £40,000 to the 
Highland Railway Company to make 
the line down to Kyllachy, they were 
now going to give £260,000 for another 
line which would compete with the rail- 
way they had already subsidised. They 
would have two lines running very 
nearly side by side and competing with 
one another. However that might be, 
they should allow all the stages of the 
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present Resolution to pass, and then, on 
the Second Reading, they could discuss 
the principle of the Bill. 

Mr. E. STRACHEY (Somerset, E.), 
hoped his hon. Friend the Member for 
East Aberdeen would press his objection 
to a division. As an English Member 
he entirely objected to the way the Gov- 
ernment was quite ready to vote a large 
guarantee for making a railway in Scot- 
land. The reason he ventured to urge 
for not proceeding with this railway was 
that they had not sufficient information. 
The information they had was only down 
to July 1892. Papers had been promised 
them and they ought to have them at 
once. What they were asked to do was 
to sanction the principle of guar- 
anteeing the interest on a large sum of 
money, and making a free grant of 
£30,000 for a railway and harbour in 
Scotland. They ought on every possible 
opportunity to refuse to sanction the 
principle of constructing or partially 
constructing railways by the aid of 
Imperial funds until the Government 
had made up their mind whether they 
meant to deal with this question 
throughout the whole country. The 
other day he opposed an increased grant 
in a similar way for Ireland, and until 
this policy was settled for the whole 
country, it was certainly right that those 
who represented English constituencies 
should protest against this policy of 
piecemeal legislation. He hoped his hon. 
Friend would press his opposition to a 
division, and he should certainly support 
him in the Division Lobby against this 
principle of giving more money to Ireland 
and Scotland and doing nothing for 
England. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY observed that, 
as he understood from the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman, an Act of a 
private character had been passed either 
by the North British or the West High- 
land Company. If this Act was passed, 
it must have passed the Private Bill 
Committee of that House, with the 
assurance from the promoters that they 
were able to make the line, otherwise it 
would have been the duty of the Private 
Bill Committee to have rejected the 
scheme, and they should have the oppor- 
tunity of seeing what was the evidence 
upon which the Private Bill Committees 
in the Lords and Commons enabled this 
scheme to go through. The Chancellor 
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of the:Exchequer said the offer of a 
guarantee under certain conditions, 
as he had said, was originally made 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, about 1892. At the time the 
promoters were unable to fulfil the 
conditions required. They then applied 
for a private Bill to Parliament, 
placing before the Committee which con- 
sidered the Private Bill the fact that the 
Government had made this promise on 
these conditions. The Committee came 
to the conclusion they might reasonably 
be satisfied that the Government of the 
day would be willing to carry out the 
promise of their predecessors, supposing 
those conditions were fulfilled, and they 
therefore passed the Bill. The condi- 
tions were fulfilled, and the right hon. 
Member for West Monmouthshire carried 
out the promise of the Government. 
None of these matters were dealt with 
at all in private Acts. There was passed 
a General Act of a public character which 
enabled private companies to annex the 
lines. If they looked at the Midland or 
Great Southern or Great Northern Acts 
they would not find anything in them 
affecting the light railways in question. 
They did, however, find public Acts which 
enabled private companies to take over 
Government lines. Such a state of things 
ought not to be tolerated for a moment. 
Surely a Bill ought not to be squeezed 
through the House upon a promise made 
to a Select Committee. He would like 
to know the name of the Select Com- 
mittee to whom the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer made his promise, and would 
like to see the evidence which influenced 
the Select Committee to pass the Bill. 
If private Bills affecting railway com- 
panies were to be squeezed through the 
House by reason of the momentum given 
to them by the promise of financial aid 
made by a Minister, there was an end to 
the independence of Select Committees. 
This West Highland Railway might be 
a line competing with the North British 
and the Caledonian. He would not like 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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to vote against any Bill calculated to 
help the Scotch crofters, but he did not 
like the look of the present transaction. 
Some time ought to be afforded for the 
discussion of the matter in all its bearings 
at a further stage of the Bill. 

THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX. 
CHEQUER: We are quite willing to 
afford the time. 


Resolution agreed to. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


*Mxn. HANBURY asked for leave to 
bring in a Bill to grant money for the 
purpose of certain local loans. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what was 
the object of the Bill. ; 

*Mr. HANBURY said,. one of the 
principal objects of the Bill was to appoint 
Public Works Loans Commissioners, who 
had to be re-appointed every five years, 
and whose term of office would expire on 
the 31st of March of next year. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are they three 
Tories ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: One of the col- 
leagues of the hon. Gentleman is 
appointed a Commissioner. The sum 
proposed in the Bill was exactly the same 
as that proposed in the Bill of last year. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Hanbury and Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ; presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 2.] 


Whereupon, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance 
of the Order of the House of the 19th 
August, adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned at ‘Twenty minutes 
after One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 28th August 1895. 


The House met at Ten minutes after 
Three of the Clock. 


LONDON LOCAL ELECTIONS 
(VESTRYMEN). 

presented 27th August] to be 

No. 402. | 


Return 
printed. — 


LONDON LOCAL ELECTIONS 
(GUARDIANS). 
Return [presented 27th August] to be 
printed.—| No, 437.] 


ALLOTMENT ACTS (ACQUISITION OF 
LAND BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 


Keturn [presented 27th August] to be 
printed.—| No. 438. ] 


VAGRANTS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Return [presented 27th August] to be 
printed.—| No. 439]. 


DEATHS (STARVATION, &c.) (COUNTY 
OF LONDON.) 
Return presented — relative thereto 


{Address 9th May 1895 ; Mr Talbot] ; to| 


lie upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 440.] 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1893-4. 

Committee to consider the Savings 

and Deficiencies upon Navy and Army 


Grants for 1893-4, and the temporary | 


sanction obtained from the Treasury by 
the Navy and Army Departments to the 
Expenditure not provided for in the 
grants for that year, upon Friday. 


Ordered, That the Appropriation Ac- 
counts for the Navy and Army Depart- 
ments, which were presented upon the 
13th and 14th days of February last 
respectively, be referred to the Com- 
mittee.—[ Mr. Hanbury. | 


VOL. XXXVI. [rourrTH serizs.] 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee, 
Mr. J. W. Lowrner in the Chair. 
(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Crass IIT, 


Vote of £34,408, to complete the sum 
for Law Charges—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £21,932, to complete 
the sum for Miscellaneous Legal Ex- 
penses. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, he was obliged to call 
attention to this Vote. The Wreck 
Commission, which was included in it, 
was entirely out of date. In fact it did 
not exist. As far as he could make out 
the staff consisted of two clerks, and 
what they did he could not imagine. 
He supposed they represented the glory 
of past days and prayed for their 
revival. There was no work to be 
done, and no work was actually done. 
If the Committee would refer to page 
205 they would find that there was 
jexactly the same sum put down as last 
year for the Wreck Commission, and yet 
the work of the Commission was done 
by the Magistrates. It was high time 
to put an end to this shadow of a shade. 
He did not complain of the fees to the 
Magistrates ; they did the work and 
were entitled to them. Why was this 
Wreck Commission kept up, and what 
were these two clerks doing ? 

*Tue SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) 
said, one of the clerks was charged with 
the preparation of claims to be placed 
before the Magistrates, the preparation 
of estimates, Slave Trade Reports, and 
so on. He was also Registrar of the 
Court of Survey for the London dis- 
trict. With regard to the junior 
clerks 


2Q 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Then there 
are three clerks ? 

*Mr. HANBURY said, there had 
been only two since 1890. ,One of them 
acted as Clerk to the Court, checking the 
Magistrates’ charges, and the other gave 
assistance in the general work of the 
office. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that 
would not do, for there was a separate 
item for the Clerk of the Court. Why 
was this shadow of a shade kept up in 
order, apparently, to provide for three 
clerks at high salaries, for one of them 
had a salary of £600 a year. One of the 
clerks was told off, they were told, to check 
the Magistrates’ charges. Surely if a 
Magistrates’ charges required checking 
they did not require to keep up a Com- 
mission to doit. It was simply an impos- 
ture. It was not right to keep up the 
machinery of an institution, which had 
been allowed to lapse, solely in order to 
provide for these clerks. It wasaskeleton 
establishment, and he did hope his hon. 
Friend would give the Committee an 
assurance that he would look into this 
matter, and abolish these offices. 


*Mr. HANBURY: Of course I 
promise to look into it. I see that the 
Treasury have already had their eye on 
it, for there is a star against the salaries 
of these clerks, which means that the 
Treasury is observing the matter. I 
will see whether these men are necessary 
or not. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
complained that the conditions of Extra- 
dition Laws were too strict, enabling 
criminals who ought to be punished 
to escape. They neither wanted nor 
ought to want to show great tenderness 
with regard to criminals, who ought 
to be surrendered by every civilised 
country, and Extradition Treaties ought 
to be made with all civilised countries. 
They had now a case of the miscarriage 
of Extradition Law with France, operat- 
ing most unjustly towards a defendant, 
but, as he gathered from the Chair- 
man he ought not to go into that, 
he would pass on to a few remarks 
which he wished to make with regard to 
the Railway Commission. He hoped 
the Treasury, or the President of the 
Board of Trade, would look into the 
cases brought before this Tribunal, 
because they were most suggestive of the 
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lines on which legislation should proceed. 
He held that commercial interests were 
not adequately protected and watched by 
the Commission, for while the legal in- 
terest was represented, and there was one 
gentleman on the Commission who was 
an ex-chairman of a railway company, 
trade and commerce had no representa- 
tion. As to the third member of the 
Commission he would say nothing, but he 
urged that some means should be found 
of placing on the Commission someone 
possessing real practical knowledge of 
commercial affairs, a quality in which the 
Commission was lamentably wanting. 
He thought that in this way they might 
improve the efficiency of the Com- 
mission, as by making it less formal and 
technical and expensive, and more 
accessible in its procedure. He should 
like to ask whether the rules of the 
Civil Service applied to the Railway 
and Canal Commission, and whether 
the principle of superannuation could not 
be applied in this case. Recently 
there had been argued before the 


Commission a most important case, 
dealing with a preference given to 
foreign traders, in which it was held that 


there was a justifiable reduction of the 
rate. He thought there were many cases 
in this direction which demanded the 
attention of the Government. There 
was another case involving, not a direct 
but an indirect increase of rates, the 
weight carried for the same amount 
being reduced from 21 ewt. to 20 cwt., 
a point which he had endeavoured to 
anticipate in his unsuccessful Amendment 
to the Railway Rates Bill. These and 
other matters required meeting. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES dissented 
from the remarks of his hon. Friend 
as to extradition, which should, in his 
opinion, be most jealously guarded. As 
to these Commissions, he thought 
that in setting them up a most im- 
portant principle had been infringed. 
He wished to protest against the prin- 
ciple involved by the appointment of 
these Commissions, because it appeared 
to him that they were opposed to the 
ordinary course of law and that their 
appointment suggested that the ordinary 
tribunals of the country were not compe 
tent to deal with the matters in dispute 
that were referred to them. He disap- 
proved of these Commissions on the 
ground that they were unconstitutional. 














g. 
ht 
m- 


1005 Supply. 


*Mr. 8S. GEDGE (Walsall) rose to a 

int of order. He wished to know 
whether the hon. Member was not out of 
order in referring to these commissions 
as unconstitutional, when the Com- 
missions in question were constituted by 
Act of Parliament. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : That isso. But 
on the other hand it is open to the hon. 
Gentleman tomove toreduce the Vote, and 
as long as that course is open to him the 
hon. Member cannot be prevented from 
going into the question of the usefulness 
of these Commissions. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that 
he could only repeat his protest against 
the appointment of these Commissions. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, he did 
not think that the hon. Gentleman’s 
remarks with regard to this Commission 
would be generally accepted, because one 
of the main reasons for appointing the 
Commission was to take away from the 
ordinary courts of law the business 
which was referred to the Commission, 
who were more capable of dealing with 
it, by reason of the fact that it included 
men connected with the mercantile 
world. The idea was that the ordinary 
courts of law were not properly quali- 
fied to deal with that business. With 
regard to the complaint that had heen 
made by the hon. Member for West 
Islington as to the smal] amount of work 
which the Commission performed, he 
was informed that a large part of the 
work done, was done outside and not 
inside the Court. For instance, a large 
part of the work performed by the Com- 
mission was that of settling agreements 
entered into between railway companies, 
and that was always done out of Court. As 
to the complaint which had been made 
by the hon. Member for South Islington 
with reference to one of the Members of 
the Commission on account of his age, 
he thought that the hon. Gentleman had 
been rather hard upon the gentleman in 
question. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said, that he 
had intended to speak generally as to 
the necessity for the laying down of some 
rule with regard to age. He wished to 
know whether there was any rule under 
which Members of the Commission could 
be required to retire after a certain 
number of years service. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that he under- 
stood that the Commissioners were in 
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the position of Judges, and held their 
office during good behaviour. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked 
whether the Commissioners were irre- 
movable. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that the Com- 
missioners were removable by the Lord 
Chancellor only in case of inability to dis- 
charge their duties or for misbehaviour. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) asked what was the amount 
of work which the Commissioners did 
out of Court. 

Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp Wesster, Isle of Wight) said, 
that for many years past a large number 
of agreements had been entered into 
between railway companies, and those 
had to be considered out of Court by the 
Commissioners. There was also a large 
amount of other work which they per- 
formed, which did not come before the 
Commissioners in Court. 

Mr. LEWIS asked whether the duties 
discharged by the Commissioners were 
equal to these discharged by a County 
Court Judge. 

Tue ATTORNEY -GENERAL said, 
that a considerable amount of labour 
was imposed upon the Commissioners. 


Vote of £177,858, to complete the 
sum for Supreme Court of Judicature 
—agreed to. 


Vote of £4,074, to complete the sum 
for Land Registry—agreed to. 


Vote of £15,800, to complete the 
sum for County Courts—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £2,663, to complete 
the sum for the Police Courts of London 
and Sheerness, 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) remarked 
that the late Government had promised 
to bring in a Bill dealing with this sub- 
ject, and therefore he wished to know 
why the Vote appeared in the Estimates 
in its present form. | 

Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
Marruew Rivtey, Lancashire, Black- 
pool) said, that the hon. Gentleman was 
correct. It was intended to introduce 
a Bill, and a Bill was, in fact, introduced 
and printed, and was before Parliament 
during last Session. When he himself 
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took office, it was considered, and it was 
found impossible to pass the Bill during 
the present Session. The matter was, 
however, under his consideration. 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) drew 
attention to the arrangement of business 
in the Police Courts of London, A 
great many Members of the working 
classes and other poor people at present 
lost a great deal of time through not 
knowing when particular classes of 
business would be taken. A good deal 
of evidence was given at the Depart- 
mental Committee which sat at the 
Home Office last year. It had been 
suggested whether it would not be well 
to arrange for a special court to deal 
with the small questions arising out of 
traffic. That was, however, found to be 
rather a strong order, and it was sug- 
gested that, if these cases could be taken 
on one day and at one hour, it would 
meet the difficulty. There was now a 
precedent for this in School Board cases, 
which were taken at a particular hour. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the recommendations of the 
Committee with regard to a special hour 
being fixed for these cases had been 
carried out ? 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said, he was 
afraid he could not give any information 
on that point. Of course, the difficulty 
was much greater in the Metropolitan 
Police Courts than in the City of London 
itself. It would be impossible to take 
all the cases in one Court, but he would 
do his best to meet the convenience of 
the people concerned ; and, if the hon. 
Member would communicate with him, 
he would do what he could to meet him. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (York, W.R., 
Holmfirth) asked for information as to 
Police Matrons. 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said, that 
a great deal of progress had been made, 
but the proposed arrangements had been 
hindered owing to the want of accom- 
modation. The matter had not been 
lost sight of. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON said, that they 
had been told that it was a question of 
accommodation by successive Govern- 
ments, and what they now wanted to 
know was, not merely that it was a 
matter which had not been lost sight of, 
but that it was being pressed forward. 

*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall) 
said, that the necessity of attending 


Sir Matthew Ridley 
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these summonses put the poor people 
to great inconvenience. He thought 
in these matters we might borrow 
a leaf from the books of the Swiss 
Republic. He and a friend, a Judge 
of one of the inferior Courts, were 
summoned for bathing in one of the 
Swiss lakes without pants, and, at the 
foot of the summons served upon them, 
appeared an intimation that, if payment 
of the small fine mentioned were made 
to the gendarme who served it, they 
need not attend upon the summons, 
He thought something of that kind might 
be done here. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £37,507 to complete 
the sum for the Metropolitan Police, 


*Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal 
Green, 8.W.) complained th:it the annual 
Report had not yet been received. They 
had had a reconstruction of the Criminal 
Statistics for England, and this made 
it desirable that the Criminal Statis- 
tics for the Metropolis should be 
assimilated. He desired to ask a 
question with regard to a late 
police officer, Colonel Roberts, who was 
one of the chief constables. It was 
stated in the Police Orders that he 
had been dismissed the Service ; but 
the next day that was superseded by a 
further notification in the Police Orders 
that he had been permitted to resign. 
He desired to ask whether the object 
of that change was to give a pension to 
Colonel Roberts? If so, he should pro- 
test against it. The case of the Police 
Matrons came more properly under this 
Vote than under the last one. At the 
Police Courts, where women were de- 
tained only during the day, the absence 
of a matron was not so importznt, yet 
these Courts were already provided with 
matrons; whereas, at Police Stations, 
where women were kept during the night, 
there were no matrons. This was an 
anomaly which he had been pressing 
upon the Home Office for a long time. 
There was, he believed, no civilised 
country in the world where women were 
detained during the night in custody of 
men. He did not ask that a matron 
should be provided at every police 
station ; but he suggested that the 
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system in operation in Chicago should 
be adopted, namely, that there should 
be a certain number of central stations 
throughout the Metropolis, each provided 
with a matron, and that women should 
be detained only at one of such stations 
during the night. 

Mr. LOUGH said, that a very inter- 
esting change was apparent in this 
Estimate. He referred to the identi- 
fication of habitual criminals. The 
Committee ought to have some informa- 
tion as to this item of £1,072. Heasked 
for some particulars upon the work that 
these officers had done, and whether the 
right hon. Gentleman considered that, 
on the whole, they had justified their 
existence? He also urged that the 
present system of small fines upon 
police officers for slight derelictions of 
duty caused discontent among the men 
of the Force, and were, moreover, op- 
pressive. He should be glad to hear a 
promise from the right hon. Gentleman 
to look into this question. He would 


also like to know whether the new 
arrangement, promised last year by the 
late Home Secretary (Mr. Asquith), in 


regard to police boots had been carried 
out. He would call attention to the 
case of an inspector who was rather 
hardly dealt with last year in regard to 
pension. Six months before he would 
have retired he was reduced to the 
rank of constable. The late Home 
Secretary gave the man some facilities 
to test his right to the larger pension in 
a Court of Law. He wished to ask 
what had been done in the matter ? 

Dr. CLARK said that one of these 
Assistant Commissioners received a 
salary of £800 and that in addition he 
received two other salaries, one of £300 
and one of £150, and now it was pro- 
posed to make him the head of the new 
department with a further salary of 
£100 per annum. In his view one 
Assistant Commissioner, if he did his 
work in that capacity properly, ought to 
devote his whole time to it. He did not 
say that the right hon. Gentleman was 
responsible for this proposal, but at all 
events, the Government were asking the 
Committee to agree to the Vote which 
included this additional salary of £100 
per annum. He asked the Committee 
to express their disapproval of this 
appointment. He should like to know 
who was responsible for this proposal. 
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*Srr ALBERT ROLLIT said that 
every hon. Member in the House must 
approve of an endeavour to identify 
habitual criminals, which was frequently 
a very difficult thing to do. No doubt 
the cost of this new department appeared 
to be very large, but it was most useful in 
the administration of justice. He should 
liketoknow whether the scientific adviser 
of the department would give his whole 
time to that work or whether he would 
only occasionally be employed? With 
regard to the small fines imposed upon 
the police, the practice of exacting those 
fines had given rise to considerable dis- 
content in the Force both in London and 
in the provincial towns, and it should be 
limited as was now very much the case 
in private businesses. He believed, from 
the information he had received, that 
the change in the practice with regard 
to the manner of supplying boots to the 
police, which he had helped to effect, 
had been received with general satis- 
faction. He sympathised with what 
had fallen from the hon. Member for 
West Islington in connection with the 
treatment which the Islington Inspector 
had received, and there was a strong and 
general feeling on this subject. 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said with 
regard to the Report of the Commissioner 
of Police, he was not prepared to state 
whether it had been presented on a later 
day than usual. 

Mr. LOUGH: It has been delayed 
longer than is usual. 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said, in 
that case he could not give any reason at 
that moment for the delay in the presen- 
tation of the Report, which had only 
recently reached him in draft. He had 
been asked a question with regard to 
the manner in which the vacancy caused 
by the resignation of Colonel Roberts 
was to be filled up. The fact was that 
the affairs of that officer had got into 
such a state that he had come to the 
conclusion that he ought no longer to be 
allowed to occupy his post, and he had 
directed that an order should be made 
for his dismissal. Colonel Roberts, how- 
ever, had been allowed to resign at his 
own request, but there was no idea of 
granting him an allowance or a gratuity 
of any kind. With regard to the ques- 
tion of maintenance of police stations, he 
was very much inclined to agree with 





1011 Supply. 


the views of the hon. Gentleman who 
had brought the subject forward. His 
attention had been called to the new 
department for the identification of 
habitual criminals. The matter had 
originated in this way. In October, 
1893, the attention of his predecessor 
in office had been called to a particular 
method of identifying habitual criminals 
which had been introduced into France, 
and in the beginning of 1894 it was 
recommended that the system should be 
adopted in England. The system had 
since been adopted in London, and 
Dr. Galton had been appointed to carry 
out the system, subject to a reconsidera- 
tion of his appointment by the Treasury 
at the end of three years. The work 
had been put under the charge of the 
Assistant Commissioner, who had been 
referred to, and it was not unreasonable 
that that gentleman, who had had extra 
work imposed upon him, should receive 
an additional salary of £100 a year in 
respect of that extra work. He hoped 
that before long that Department would 
be amalgamated with the ordinary 
Criminal Department. 

Mr. LOUGH asked whether this 
system of the identification of habitual 
criminals would be applied to all such 
criminals throughout the country. 

Sin MATTHEW RIDLEY : Yes, it 
will be applied in the case of criminals all 
over England. The details of the sum of 
£1,072 asked for were these: £600 a 
year would be paid to the scientific 
Director of the Department, £372 would 
be paid for the services of a police 
sergeant and constable, and £100 would 
be paid to the Assistant Commissioner. 
He was unable to give an answer to the 
hon. Member for West Islington with 
regard to the case of the Islington 
Inspector, but if the hon. Member would 
be good enough to give him the name of 
the Inspector in question, he would make 
enquiries into the subject. He was not 
prepared at that moment to make any 
statement with regard to the boot ques- 
tion. He would see what could be done 
in the matter of the small fines imposed 
upon the police. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
the right hon. Gentleman had not given 
any answer to the question of the hon. 
Member for South Islington whether the 
scientific adviser of the new Department 


Sir Matthew Ridley. 
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would give the whole or only a portion 
of his time to the work of the Depart- 
ment, 


Sr MATTHEW RIDLEY: He will 
give his whole time to the matter. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
that was quite satisfactory. He wished 
to know whether the additional powers 
conferred upon the police in connection 
with the regulation of the traffic of 
London applied to bicycles. The riders 
of those machines frequently broke the 
rule of the road and rode away without 
giving their names and addresses. He 
thought that some steps should be taken, 
either by way of compulsory registration 
or by having the name and address of 
the owner painted upon the machines 
to identify the riders who were guilty of 
offences against the law. 


Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY promised 
to consider the matter. No doubt there 
would be great advantage in regulating 
the use of bicycles. 


Dr. CLARK asked how many hours 
the Assistant Commissioner referred to 
gave to his regular duties, and how 
many he would be expected to devote to 
the duties of his new office. Unless 
they received some information from the 
right hon. Gentleman as to what it was 
intended should be done to do away 
with this system of pluralism, he should 
take the opinion of the House on the 
subject. He moved the reduction of the 
Vote. 


Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said, the 
whole question was now under the con- 
sideration of the Home Office, and it was 
intended to removethe Criminal Reporter 
from the Home Office to the Department 
of Criminal Investigation. The result 
would be, as he had stated before, that 
this Registrar of Criminals would be 
moved with very great advantage to the 
carrying on of the work, and he hoped 
there would be a consolidation of that 
Department with the new Department 
which was constituted under this Vote. 
He could assure the hon. Member that 
he had every confidence that the gentle- 
man in this office would be able to do 
the work thrown on him, and that ulti- 
mately, in a year or two, there would be 
considerable economy in that office. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL hoped that his 
hon. Friend would not persist in his 
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Motion, for if he did he should feel it 
to be his duty to support this official, 
who was admirably qualified for all these 
duties. 

Dr. CLARK said, he did not propose 
to take away any of the work he now 
discharged. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Member withdraw ? 

Dr. CLARK: No. This gentleman 
held three offices, and he was totally 
opposed to his being placed at the head 
of a new Department. It was a new 
Department, and he should take the 
opinion of the Committee upon it. 


Amendment negatived. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £623,000 for the 
expenses of Prisons in England and the 
Colonies, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) ex- 
pressed his wish to say something about 
the treatment of Irish prisoners in Eng- 
lish prisons. He had carefully studied 
the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee, but it did not directly deal with 
the treatment of those prisoners. Some 
five years ago they got a Commission to 
report on their condition and treatment, 
and it undoubtedly disclosed that several 
of these men were affected in their 
minds. He had also seen some of the 
prisoners, and he thought the Govern- 
ment would be well advised if, in the 
cases of men who were suffering for 
exceptional offences, who did not belong 
to the ordinary run of criminals, and 
who felt their punishment acutely, they 
allowed someone more skilled in mental 
disorders than a prison doctor to exa- 
mine these men. Everyone knew the 
humanity of doctors, but there was natu- 
rally enough in the prison doctor an in- 
clination to treat the vagaries or appa- 
rent vagaries of prisoners as a sham. 
He instanced the case of Flanagan, who 
attracted no notice except that he was 
shamming. He had no doubt that those 
prisoners to whom he specially referred 
were gradually sinking in the direction 
of insanity. The present Government 
should take an independent view. They 
would not be attacked from the Liberal 


Benches if they adopted a policy of 
clemency. It was significant that the only 
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man released had died within a short 
period after his release. These men had 
not been sentenced to insanity. The 
Italian prisoners sentenced for these 
offences were in a different category. 
They had no grievances against England, 
whose hospitality they enjoyed, and he 
could say nothing in their favour ; but 
if one of them were afflicted in his mind 
he would raise his voice for mercy. For 
the Irish prisoners he asked for medical 
clemency. Prison discipline worked 
more severely upon the minds of edu- 
cated men than on others, and he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would cast a 
clement eye on these prisoners, and grant 
some modification of their punishment. 
*Mr. PICKERSGILL said, the Com- 
mittee appointed to investigate our 
system of prison discipline had made 
recommendations which if they were 
carried out would practically revolu- 
tionise our prison system. He did not 
desire to press the Home Secretary gene- 
rally with regard to these recommenda- 
tions, though any declaration of his 
attitude with regard to them would be 
received with the greatest interest by the 
country at large. There were, however, 
one or two points of pressing importance 
in the Report which he desired to bring 
specially under the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman. The first had reference 
to the dietary, not its quality but its 
quantity. There seemed to be absolutely 
irresistible evidence that, in regard to 
prisoners sentenced to short terms of 
hard labour, the present dietary in 
prisons did not afford sufficient suste- 
nance. It lowered the vitality of 
prisoners, and he had been assured by 
persons who had been in prison that one 
of the most painful features of this 
punishment was the absolute gnawing 
of hunger to which they were subjected. 
He hoped, therefore, that the question 
of dietary, which was referred to in the 
Report of the Committee, would receive 
the early attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman. ‘Then, it was perfectly clear 
from the evidence that the staff of 
warders was insufficient. This was 
shown by the fact that, at the date of 
the Report, Sunday exercise had been 
intermitted. No reason was alleged for 
failing to give Sunday excercise except 
that the staff of warders was insufficient, 
and that this was the only means by 
which they could get a proper holiday. 
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The Committee made some very strong| serious crimes, but of mere technical 
observations on the question of uncon-| offences. He cited the case of the 
victed prisoners. He had long thought | Salvationists who were from time to time 
that the treatment of these prisoners | convicted of obstruction. It was in 
was little short of scandalous. It | evidence before a Parliamentary Com- 
was supposed to be a maxim of law | mittee that some Salvationists who had 
in this country that a man was innocent | been convicted of a technical obstruction 
until he was proved guilty, but, so far as| of the highway, and who, failing to pay 
the treatment of unconvicted prisoners | the fine, were imprisoned for seven days 
was concerned, we certainly seemed not| without hard labour, were subjected to 
only to ignore but absolutely reverse this|the following treatment :—They were 
salutary maxim. The Committee passed | stripped and bathed, they were weighed 
a very severe censure on the Executive | naked, and were examined for marks on 
Authority in this matter. The 39th/| their persons ; their hair was cropped ; 
Section of the Prisons Act, 1877,|they were put in prison clothes, and 
directed that special rules for the treat-|they were compelled to sleep on plank 
ment of unconvicted prisoners should} beds. To treat in that way respectable 
be made, and that these rules— persons who had been guilty merely of 
; a technical offence was little short of a 
‘Sare to be drawn in such a manner as to aie 
make the imprisonment of these persons as public scandal. He desired to make a 
little as possible oppressive, due regard only practical suggestion to the right hon. 
being had to their safe custody.” Gentleman. Apart from any reform of 
the law, Executive action might be taken 
to mitigate the harshness to which he 
‘We cannot think this provision has been had referred. The 67th Section of the 
adequately carried out.” Prisons Act of 1865 provides that pri- 
soners convicted of misdemeanour and 
He hoped the subject would receive the| not sentenced to hard labour should be 
early attention of the right hon. Gentle-| divided into at least two divisions. 
man. Then there was the question| Under that Statute the Executive might 
of the treatment of weak-minded| constitute any number of divisions, but 
prisoners. The Committee recom-| only one special class had been created, 
mended that these prisoners should| namely, misdemeanants~ of the first 
be concentrated as far as possible in| division. Itseemed to him thatitwas quite 
special prisons, and that the question | within the competence of the Executive to 
tion should be considered whether it was | constitute a class between the first division 
right to treat such persons as ordinary | misdemeanants and the ruck of prisoners 
criminals. But the Committee were|sentenced without hard labour. That 
apparently ignorant of a certain statu-| would enable the present authorities 
tory power with regard to the treatment|to deal with Salvationists and other 
of weak-minded prisoners that already | respectable persons of a similar class, 
existed. Section 12 of the Criminal | who, from conscientious motives or other- 
Lunatics Act of 1884 enabled the Secre-| wise, offended against the law, without 
tary of State to make regulations for|outraging public opinion by subjecting 
the treatment of persons sentenced to|them to such treatment as he had 
penal servitude or imprisonment, who recited. 
appeared to be from imbecility unfit} *Mr. W. E.M.TOMLINSON (Preston) 
for the same discipline as other | expressed the hope that the Home Secre- 
prisoners, but so far as he had/tary would consider the grievances of 
been able to discover that enactment prison clerks, who had been called into 
had remained a dead letter. He|the service on the basis of a Civil 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to give | Service examination, and led to expect 
his careful consideration to the subject, | that they would have a chance of ob- 
with a view to making such regulations as | taining positions of greater emolument, 
the Statute contemplated. There was|and whose expectations had, in conse- 
another question to which he desired quence of changes, never been realised. 
to invite the attention of the right hon.| He asked whether it was the policy of 
Gentlemen, and that was the treatment | the Home Office to continue the system of 
in prison of persons convicted, not of} governing prisons under chief warders. 
Mr. Pickersgill. 


The Committee, in their Report, said— 
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Mr. LOUGH said, he attached the| not be reduced. The Report of the Com- 
greatest importance to the treatment of | mittee stated that the work of the 
prisoners when they were about to be! warders had been done consistently well. 
discharged. Their object, he took it, was | Surely, therefore, their services required 
not so much to persecute and punish as recognition to the extent of seeing that 
toreform the criminal. The Committee, | they were fairly treated. Many prisons 
in their Report, recommended that faci-| were undermanned, and the Committee 
lities should be given to properly con-| reported especially that there were too few 
stituted Prisoners’ Aid Societies, and | female warders in almost all the prisons, 
recognised by the Government, to see|and that their number ought to be 
prisoners for a week or two before their | increased from 5 to 7 per cent. Warders 
discharge. He desired to know whether | also complained that when they were ill 
these facilities had been given, or| they had to use the same hospital as the 
what steps were to be taken in the| prisoners, and that, in his opinion, was 
matter. Then it was recommended that) little short of a scandal. Finally, he 
the grant which the Government gave | noticed an increased amount for build- 
to some of these societies should be in-| ings and repairs, and he would like 
creased. He would like toknow whether|to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary was favourable to| whether the whole expenditure was 
the policy of increasing that grant?! provided for under this year’s Vote, or 
He would like to see the Government| whether the increase was likely to be 
take a part in this matter and provide| permanent ? 
some economical hotel or lodging house} Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said the 
where an unfortunate individual might | hon. and learned Gentleman opposite had 
go when released from prison and spend | asked him, with reference to the prisoners 
afew days, protected from the tempta-|/in whom he was interested, to pay 
tions to which he would otherwise be| particular attention to that matter. He 
exposed. There was another matter of | had already undertaken, at an earlier 
great importance into which the Com-| period of the Session, to inquire for 
mittee went at great length, and that} himself, not only into the condition of 
was the question of prison labour. It these prisoners, but to investigate the 
had been announced on behalf of the! whole question connected with them in 
Government that they had addressed | order to satisfy himself that they were 
a remonstrance to Foreign Governments | being properly punished and _ treated. 
on the question. He found from this| He did not think the hon. and learned 
Vote that productive labour was carried | Gentleman could expect him to say more 
on in English prisons to at least the|than that he should do what his prede- 
extent of £15,000 a year. The Com-} cessor did, namely, look into every one of 
mittee said that they did not consider | these cases, both from the medical point 
there was any objection to prison labour | of view, and also from the point of view 
if it was carried on under due and|of criminality, in order to ascertain 
proper restrictions, and was of a re-| whether it was possible that the Crown 
productive character ; and they suggested | should exercise clemency in their cases. 
that care should be taken that the price!The hon Gentleman the Member for 
at which prison-made goods were sold| Bethnal Green had called attention to 
should not cause unfair competition, and | the very valuable Report of the Depart- 
that the special circumstances of any | mental Committee, and the hon. Gentle- 
particular trade should be taken into| man who followed him had alluded to 
account, so that labour in prisons should | some of the very important questions 
not unnecessarily interfere with labour| with which the Committee dealt. He 
outside. He wanted the Home Secre-| did not think the hon. Gentleman would 
tary to tell him what his policy was with expect him to go in detail into the points 
regard to this matter. He wished also| enumerated by him. He had only just 
to call attention to the treatment of} received an exhaustive Report from the 
warders. He believed that the hours of | Prison Commissioners dealing with every- 
warders were 74 per week, and he) one of the recommendations made by 
thought that was too much for them to|the Departmental Committee, and he 
work, and he would ask the right hon. | was not yet able to say, with reference to 
Gentleman whether their hours could | any particular point, how he proposed to 
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deal with it. The Report of the Com- 
missioners dealt most sympathetically 
with the recommendations of the Depart- 
mental Committee. Many of those 
recommendations he proposed to carry 
out immediately, but there were a 
number of others which could only be 
carried out with the assent of the 
Treasury, inasmuch as they involved a 
considerable amount of expenditure. In 
that category would be included any 
increase in the number of warders, or 
any decrease in the hours worked by 
them. With regard to the case of weak- 
minded prisoners, which had been re- 
ferred to, their case was a very difficult 
one. It was one of the most difficult 
the Prison Commissioners had to deal 
with, because of the difficulty and 
expense of finding accommodation for 
these prisoners. The hon. Member for 
Preston had asked about prison clerks. 
Their grievance was, and he believed 
it was an admitted grievance, that when 
they went in for their examination they 
were charged a fee of £3, which was 
supposed to imply a possibility of their 
rising to posts carrying a salary of £450. 
It was true that they would get into a 
class in the ordinary course of promotion 
from which such appointments might be 
filled, but the chance of their attaining 
to one was very remote, and, therefore, 
the Treasury acknowledged the impro- 
priety of charging them a fee of £3, 
and, in future, they would only be 
charged £1. The hon. Gentleman also 
asked him about the appointment of 
prison warders. That was one of the 
points dealt with by the Departmental 
Committee, and was referred to at con- 
siderable length by the Prison Commis- 
sioners. It involved a very difficult 
question of money, and he was not now 
able to enter into it. He, however, was 
afraid it would prove too costly to move 
in thedirection suggested by thehon. Mem- 
ber. The hon. Gentleman opposite had 
asked him about Prisoners’ Aid Societies. 
He was most anxious to see a develop- 
ment of Prisoners’ Aid Societies, and he 
approved the recommendation of the 
Committee that it would be well to 
endeavour to enlist the efforts of Visiting 
Justices and Visiting Committees gene- 
rally in favour of discharged prisoners. 
There would be on his part a strong 
inclination to do everything that was pos- 
sible to maintain and develop the Aid 


Sir Matthew Ridley. 
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Societies. Upon the question of pro- 
ductive labour, the Departmental Com- 
mittee spoke very strongly. The idea 
of the Committee—an idea which it was 
intended to carry out as far as possible— 
was that, whilst prison labour must be 
to a great extent penal, it was better 
both for the prisoners and the community 
that they should do work that would 
have some result, instead of wasting their 
time on oakum-picking or the crank. 
In accordance with the recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee, efforts 
would be made to increase the amount 
of productive labour under the condi- 
tions which must govern the circum- 
stances. The complaint respecting the 
hospital accommodation for warders he 
could not meet at present, the matter 
being one of detail. j 

Mr. J. M. PAULTON (Durhan, 
Bishop Auckland) asked whether it 
would not be advisable to lay upon the 
Table of the House the Report of the 
Prison Commissioners upon the Depart- 
mental Committee’s Report. He was 
aware that the Commissioners’ Report 
was a confidential document, and that it 
was not usual to lay reports of that kind 
upon the Table ; but having regard to 
the great importance of the subject, he 
hoped the right hon. Member would see 
his way to lay the Report, or at any rate 
some portions of it, upon the Table. 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY said, if he 
presented the Report at all, he must 
present the whole of it. He could not 
exercise a discretion and select portions 
of it. It was not usual to publish the 
comments of a Department on the 
Report of a Departmental Committee, 
even when the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee had itself been made 
public. He, of course, recognised the 
extreme importance of this question, and 
if he could see his way to make the 
Report public, he should be glad to do 
so. He could not say more than that, 
the course proposed being unusual. 


Vote agreed to. 
Vote of £131,003, to complete the 


sum for Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Great Britain—agreed to. 


Vote of £18,177, to complete the 
sum for Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum—agreed to. 
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Crass IV. | 


On the vote of £5,335,485, to complete | 
the sum for Public Education in England | 
and Wales, including Expenses of the | 
Education Office in London, 


| 


| 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) | 
said, that he wished to express his satisfac- 
tion with the appointment of the right 
hon. Member for Cambridge University to 
the office of Vice-President. He was a 
Gentleman whose sympathies with the 
working classes had long been recognised, 
and although in his present office he | 
might not have the opportunity of taking | 
an active interest in those social reforms | 
with which his name had been so largely | 
identified, yet in the domain of national 
education he would find a very large | 
field in which he could render material 
assistance to the children of the working 
classes, and through them to the nation 
at large. On this Vote there was a 
large item for annual grants to Day} 
Schools ; and he must protest against the | 
principle on which these grants had been 
made from the commencement. On 
more than one occasion the House had 





condemned the principle of the adminis- 
tration of these grants—it hadcondemned 
the whole system commonly known as 


payment by results. He admitted that 
a large part of the evil attending the 
administration upon that principle had 
been got rid of ; but there was still too 
much of it left. He contended that the 
results attainable in Elementary Schools 
could not be properly tested and ade- 
quately rewarded by the methods still 
in vogue. The system followed in ele- 
mentary education was not adopted in 
either the legal profession or the medical 
profession. He now took the earliest 
opportunity of protesting against the 
continuance of the system, and of ex- 
pressing a hope that we were within a 
reasonable distance of its total abolition. 
He wished to ask the Vice-President 
whether he could give an assurance that 
an earnest and prompt endeavour would 
be made by the Department to meet the 
present depressed condition of many 
Voluntary Schools. The question had 
occupied the attention of the Electorate 
during the last few weeks, and great 
interest had been shown in it. We had 
in England and Wales some 15,000 
Voluntary Schools. A plea might be 
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made up for them on the ground that 
they had been in existence for a number 
of years. He might also plead for them 
on the ground that the supporters of 
Church schools had since 1811 been con- 
tributing £9,000 per week towards their 
support. But he waived these considera- 
tions, and he put the claims of the 
schools on the ground that they were 
meeting national requirements almost 
completely. These schools were superior 
to Board Schools, in so far as they met 
the distinct wishes of our people for 
religious instruction ; and, on the secular 
side, these Church of England or other De- 
nominational Schools were doing exactly 
the same work as our Board Schools. 
Considering the difficulties under which 
the Voluntary Schools laboured, the re- 
sults they attained compared very 
favourably with the results of the best 
Board Schools. In defending the interests 
of the voluntary system it was not 
necessary to throw stones at the School 
Board system; and the two were abso- 
lutely essential to the general welfare of 
the country. In speaking now of the 
requirements of the Voluntary Schools, 
he was not attempting in any way to 


'endanger the School Board system. He 


wished to press upon the right hon. 
Gentleman that a large proportion of 
the small schools, both Board and 
Voluntary, found in the villages, 
which were the only means of instruc- 
tion open to the children of the villagers, 
were passing through a very severe crisis 
indeed, and they were calling loudly for 
further financial support. There were 
people in the House and out of it who 
condemned the late Vice-President for 
the demands which he made on many 
schools. With that condemnation he 
did not associate himself in any way ; 
quite the reverse ; as far as he knew the 
demands were made in the interests of 
the scholars, and in the great majority 
of cases they were quite justifiable. 
Whilst we attended to the education of 
the minds of children, there was no 
reason why we should neglect their 
physical welfare ; there was no reason 
why they should be cramped and crowded 
in ill-ventilated rooms. He was entirely 
with the late Vice-President in the 
demand he made that such changes 
should be effected as would secure the 
instruction of children under wholesome 
conditions ; but he did take some slight 
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exccption to the way in which Kot eres that the night schools were but 


demands were enforced. It was open to 
objection that the only means at the 
disposal of the Department for enforcing 


its demands was the withdrawal for the | 


time being of the very money which 
would enable managers of schools to 
carry out the improvements required. 
He did not blame the right hon. Gentle- 
man altogether for taking this course, 
because it was a fact that no other 
course was available ; but now that the 
end was recognised, he did hope that 
some means would be 
place at the disposal of managers 
the money that was necessary to 
carry out the improvements which 
the Department rightly insisted upon. 
The demands made in the way of repairs 
and structural alterations were not the 
only demands made by the Department 
on the whole of the schools of the country. 
The curriculum had been largely in- 
creased during the last few years, and 
no corresponding increase had been made 
in the grant. In one of the notes 
attached to the Vote, no doubt, it was 
pointed out that the grant per head this 


year was estimated to be slightly more 
than the grant of last year, but that was 
simply due to the fact that the schools 
had been brought up to a higher state of 
efficiency and had succeeded in earning 


more per head. He hoped the Vice- 
President would be able to give some 
assurance that he would take steps to 
meet the requirements of the smaller 
schools of the country. These increased 
demands had fallen very heavily on 
every one of the schools, but in the 
village school, the school of 60 children, 
officered by one teacher alone, the strain 
had been exceptionally heavy. He hesi- 
tated to use words strong enough to 
characterise the strain both on teachers 
and taught in those small schools. He 
was not speaking in behalf of the teachers 
alone, but he had before his mind the 
position of the children. 
on a school to undertake from 12 to 20 


devised to} 








If they called | 


subjects, with one teacher alone to carry | 


them out, there must be a hurry and 
drive which placed the children’s lives in 
such a condition of misery during the 
few short years they were at school that 
they took the utmost care that the walls 
of the school should never surround 
them on any subsequent occasion. They 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 





poorly attended. They had to look to 
the system in vogue at the elementary 
day schools to account for that deplorable 
fact. He wanted to urge on the Vice- 
President that during the recess he would 
give the most careful attention to the 
enormous strain, amounting to almost 
slavery, which prevailed in the small 
schools throughout the country. What- 
ever remedy might be suggested, he 
hoped it would be one which would at 
the same time deal with the great in- 
equalities which existed in the School 
Board Rate. In one of the suburban 
districts of London—West Ham—the 
School Board Rate had reached 1s. 7}d. 
in the pound; add to that 2d. for the 
cost of collection, the ratepayers of this 
district were paying ls. 94d. in the 
pound. In various other districts the 
School Board Rate was 7d. and less. 
This was an anomaly that the House 
ought to remove. In some way Parlia- 
ment ought to equalise the School Board 
Rate throughout the country, so that 
the rich districts should pay their share 
towards the education of the children. 
The high rate was notdue to the extrava- 
gance of the School Board in the districts 
where the rate obtained, but to the fact 
that the property within the area was of 
very low rateable value indeed. One 
other subject he wished to touch upon, 
and that was the question of pensions 
for teachers. In what position did that 
question stand at the present time, and 
what were its future prospects? The 
history of this particular Vote was pain- 
fulreading for the Education Department, 
and for the House of Commons as well. 
In the year 1846, he believed it was, the 
Department coaxed persons to enter the 
profession of teaching by the distinct 
promise of a pension when they fulfilled 
certain conditions. In 1851 the Depart- 
ment, apparently alarmed at the amount 
of money they would be called upon to 
provide, cut down this Vote to very 
narrow limits indeed. Not satisfied with 
that, they went a step further in the 
commencement of the 60’s, and swept 
away the Vote altogether. The Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons was 
largely responsible for that ; the Code in 
which the Minute was swept aside having 
received the sanction of the Houseof Com- 
mons, and for 13 years not a penny was 
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granted under that Minute whatever. 
In the early 70’s the Minute was re- 
instated in the Code, but it fell lament- 
ably short in one particular. In the 
original Minute the teachers were pro- 
mised that the pension would reach 
two-thirds of their salary. Now, the 
Permanent Secretary of the Department 
stated before a Select Committee, some 
two or three years ago, that he knew of 
no single case where the two-thirds 
of the salary as pension had been 
‘reached. Every head of the Department 
in recent years had had to lament 
the painful conditions under which he 
had to administer this Vote, and the 
total inadequacy of the amount to meet 
the requirements that had fallen upon 
him. In 1892 the House of Commons, 
by a unanimous vote, called on the 
Government to provide a scheme for 
the future. He believed that at the 


time of recent well-known circumstances, 
unfortunate so far as the late Liberal 
Ministry was concerned, a Bill was 
actually in the pocket of the late Vice- 
President prepared to give effect to the 
Resolution of the House of Commons. 
He hoped the present Vice-President 


would give the Committee an assurance 
that the Bill would be introduced at an 
early date during next Session, and that 
it would be treated as a non-controversial 
measure, because he held with Sir R. 
Temple, the Chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee, that this matter of the super- 
anuation of teachers was a question of 
National policy involving the advance- 
ment of National education. 

Mr. A. H. D. ACLAND (York, 
W. R., Rotherham) expressed his pleasure 
at the fact that there were now in the 
House two representatives of the teachers 
of this country, one on each side. A 
quarter of a century had passed since 
the passage of Mr. Forster’s Act of 1870, 
and they had now got beyond the figure 
of £10,000,000 in the Estimates under 
the head of education, science, and art. 
This amount formed practically half of 
the whole of the Civil Service Estimates 
and showed an increase, whilst the bulk 
of the Civil Service Estimates had of late 
years, by means of careful administration, 
decreased. Theincreasein the Education 
Vote had been rapid. In Mr. Forster’s 
time it was thought enough to give 10s. 
from the State for each child in averago 
attendance, but at the present moment 
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they were giving from the State a grant 
of 28s. per child. He thought he had 
himself asked for nearly £1,000,000 in 
three years, and certainly in five years 
the Estimate for education had very 
nearly doubled. That was to say, it was 
something less than £4,000,000 five years 
ago, and it was now about £7,000,000. 
The increase this year alone was nearly 
£400,000, due mainly to three things 
which, he thought, wouldalways continue. 
These were, first of all, the increased 
population, which resulted in more 
children demanding the grant ; secondly, 
more regular attendance on the part of 
the children—a matter in which this 
country fell short of what other countries 
had accomplished ; and, thirdly, to the 
improvement grant, because the schools 
deserved an improvement grant. [‘‘Hear, 
hear!”| The increase in England alone 
was over £250,000. He would not 
allude to other sources of income or 
expenditure, because he was going to 
avoid any controversial matter whatso- 
ever. In reference to the question of 
superannuation, to which the hon. 
Member for North West Ham _ had 
alluded, he thought the Committee would 
agree that this was a most important and 
necessary matter if their schools were 
to be properly taught. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 
It was perfectly useless keeping on 
teachers—many of whom had little to 
fall back upon on account of the smallness 
of their salaries—to the last stage of 
decrepitude if they expected to have 
really effective education in their schools. 
The painful task of administering the 
existing pensions by way of discrimination 
had been considerably lessened in the 
last three years owing to the sums added 
by the Treasury to the small existing 
pension fund, and which sums amounted 
to £7,000 or £8,000. But there was 
the very much larger question of pensions 
to teachers at large. He hoped this 
would not be a Party question. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] Already they had made very 
great progress. The Treasury had written 
aletter consenting to the pension schemes, 
a Bill had been drafted, and when the 
late Government went out was ready to 
be placed on the Table; and that, he 
urged, was, at any rate, one of the first 
claims on the State which must be 
attended to. Such a scheme would ulti- 
mately demand a large sum of £500,000, 
or more, if they took equivalent schemes 
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for Scotland and Ireland. If they were 
to maintain the efficiency of their schools 
and enable their teachers—who them- 
selves contributed towards the pensions 
under the scheme—to retire at a reason- 
able age, that was one of the first claims 
they must make upon the Treasury in 
the matter of education. [‘“ Hear, hear!”] 
The largely-increased sums granted by 
the State of late years towards education 
had been attended with a rapidly-im- 
proved education in a great many of their 
schools. The hon. Member for North- 
West Ham had spoken of the heavy 
demands that were still made upon the 
teachers. He hoped the hon. Member 
would agree that something had been 
done, and especially under the last Code, 
to try and relieve teachers to some extent 
from the fear of inspectors and from the 
heavy demands which a variety of 
subjects made upon them. The hon. 
Member spoke of the high rate of demand 
of the School Board in his own district. 
He quite agreed that in that and one or 
two other districts, like the Forest of 
Dean, the demand was very heavy indeed, 
not through the fault of the people, but 
through the low rateable value of the 
district, and when he left office he was 
causing careful inquiry to be made into 
the subject with a view to seeing if the 
matter could not be in some way rectified. 
With reference to the question of 
secondary education, he sincerely hoped 
the Vice-President, during his term of 
office, might see a Secondary Education 
Bill passed through the House. He had 
always thought that the clerk and 
small tradesman of this country had to 
bear the heaviest burdens of the whole 
commenity in the matter of education, 
and yet there was no adequate provision 
for education of an intermediate or 
secondary character for their own 
children, they being, from that point of 
view, the worst off of any class in the 
country. They had already intermediate 
education at work in Wales, and he did 
not think there would be much of a 
controversial character when such a Bill, 
based, he hoped, in the main on the 
forthcoming Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Secondary Education—might 
be brought before the House. He 
thanked the hon. Gentleman for the way 
he spoke of some partof his (Mr. Acland’s) 


work, which was not always spoken of in 
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that spirit. An enormous amount of 
the work of the Department was of a 
non-political and continuous character, 
and he had not the slightest doubt that 
a great portion of it would be continued 
under this Government as it was under 
the last. He sincerely hoped the im- 


provement which had been going on in 
education would continue, and he could 
only say he thought the Department, 
whose Estimates they were now consider- 
ing, one of the most interesting of all 


the great Departments of the State. 
[“* Hear, hear ! ”] : 


On the return of the CHAIRMAN after 
the usual interval, 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.), in 
a maiden speech said, he desired to 
associate himself with his hon. Friend 
opposite in giving a very clear indication 
from the point of view of one who had 
some special knowledge of the condition of 
elementary schools, as he claimed to have, 
that further pecuniary aid was required for 
a very large number of public elementary 
schools in England and Wales, and for 
many Board Schools as well. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman, the Vice Pre- 
sident of the Council would divide his 
consideration of this claim for further 
aid, into two parts. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman would find that many schools 
suffered from the fact that they were 
small schools, and rural schools; and 
that the average attendance on which 
grants depended was affected injuriously, 
in rural districts, by the weather. The 
whole principle on which grants were 
made to public voluntary schools was 
undoubtedly wrong, and so long as it 
was maintained, special hardships would 
inevitably fall on the smaller schools, 
and on the rural schools in particular. 
He, therefore, thought there ought to be 
special grants to meet the exceptional 
circumstances of those schools. The 
second point to which he would direct 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was the case of the schools at large. 
If School Boards, largeand small, did their 
duty by making proper provision for the 
schools there would be no Board Schools 
in the country suffering from the lack of 
finances ; and if the promoters, friends 
and subscribers of voluntary schools did 
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their duty also, and contributed to ad aren, the Recess, consider the pro- 
proper extent to the schools which main-| priety of introducing a measure for 
tained the principles of the creed they | equalising and then codifying the law 
favoured, the pecuniary condition of | with regard to school attendance. The 


the Voluntary Schools would be in| . 
a far better way than at present. Tight hon. Gentleman was an expert 


But he recognised, as everyone must | Upon that question. His declarations at 
recognise, that they could not compel | the Berlin Conference committed him as 
the small School) Boards in small|they had committed England to a re- 
areas, where the rateable value was | vision cf the half-time age. If he would 
small indeed, to largely increase their|go further into the question he would 
rates ; and he felt also that they could | find that it was in a chaotic, absurd, and 
not compel the supporters of voluntary | contradictory state. Under the Edu- 
schools to give greater sums than they | cation Act a child at the age of 11 could 
were now giving, if they did not choose | work half-time or full time ; under the 
todo so. They were, therefore, face to| Factory Acts he could work half-time ; 
face with this situation, that if education | under the Coal Mines Act he could not 
was to go on in a satisfactory manner they | work at all; and under the Metalliferous 
must put the educational point of view far | Mines Act he could not work half-time 
ahead of the political point of view, and | above ground. At the age of 12 achild, 
the theological point of view also; and,/ under the Education Act, could work 
speaking as an educationalist, he affirmed | half-time or full time ; under the Factory 
that there was no consideration so im-| Acts he could work half-time only ; 
portant as that the children of the | under the Coal Mines Act he could work 
country, during the few years of school | half-time or full time under ground ; 
life allotted to them, should have the|and under the Metalliferous Mines Act 
best education procurable for them, and|he could work half-time or full time 
that the schools should be thoroughly | under ground, but only half-time above 
equipped for giving them that education. | ground. The whole thing was in a ridi- 


He hoped that, by mutual concession and | culous, absurd, and unreasonable position, 
wise statesmanship, it would be possibleto|and ought to be swept away, and he 


arrive at a plan which would satisfy both 
sides—on the one side giving to both 
board and voluntary schools that further 
aid which they required ; and on the other 
side giving to the public the satisfaction 
of the security which would be afforded 
by a public audit of all school accounts, 
and by changes in the management of 
the voluntary schools, by which the 
representative principle would be intro- 
duced to some extent, and by which the 
management would be improved all 
round. He would await the issue of the 
scheme of the Government before he 
ventured to say more upon that point. 
He could only add that one of the greatest 
and best methods of giving further aid to 
schools would be to enable the elderly 
and worr-out teachers in thousands of 
voluntary schools in this country to 
retire upon reasonable superannuation 
allowances, and to give place to younger 
men of more energy and capacity, who 
would earn higher grants for schools now 
suffering from the want of these higher 
grants. Passing to matters of adminis- 
tration, he would like to ask the right 
hon, Gentleman whether he would, 





hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
find it possible to introduce measures 
equalising the age at, which school attend- 
ance might cease and labour commence. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would remember the Berlin pledge, and 
make the universal age for beginning 
half-time 12, at the same time keeping in 
view the ideal plan of making the age for 
full time 14. Referring to the question of 
training colleges, he said it was a very 
thorny subject, but he merely desired to 
deal with a matter of administration. As 
the right hon. Gentleman was aware, the 
accommodation in training colleges was 
quite insufficient. There were last year 
11,000 applicants to be trained in the 
training colleges of the State. It was 
true that that was an exceptional year, 
but 1893 was a normal year, and the 
number of applicants who then passed the 
Queen’s Scholarship Examination, and 
who were therefore entitled to a place 
in a training college was 6,500. Of 
the 11,000 who qualified last year, 
only 2,000 could be admitted to the 
colleges. So long as this dearth of ac- 
commodation continued, and so long as 
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the Queen’s Scholarship Examination 
was maintained at the present level, it 
was absurd and unfair to call it a 
Scholarship at all. In the great majority 
of cases it was a mere certifying exam- 
ination. If the scholarship was won its 
enjoyment depended upon the good will 
of the training college authorities. They 
were mainly Diocesan, and they were 
under no conscience clause. The result 
was that the election did not depend 
upon the position in the list of order of 
merit, but in most cases upon the re- 
ligious creed of the applicant. Again, it 
frequently happened that a man who 
applied to enter one of what were called 
the crack colleges found himself shut out, 
while a man far below him in the list 
who applied to enter a minor college 
found himself included in that college. 
The result was that the former was 
thenceforth regarded by the State as 
being untrained, whilst the latter was 
regarded as being trained. In that way 


an invidious distinction was set up 
between the so-called trained and so- 
called untrained teachers, and this was 
maintained by the clause in Article 73 
of the Code, which distinctly rated an 


assistant teacher who had been to the 
training college as equal to teaching 10 
scholars more than one who had not been. 
It thus prevented the promotion of the 
one and put a premium on the services 
of the other, although again and again 
the man who had not been to the training 
college proved by far the better teacher 
of the two. He desired to know why 
the one teacher was worth 10 scholars 
less than the other. If there was to be 
any distinction it should be a distinction 
of quality, and not of quantity. It would 
be wise on the part of the Education De- 
partment to withdraw this invidious dis- 
tinction and make all assistant teachers 
who had obtained certificates equal in 
this respect. Some of the most successful 
teachers in the country had not been 
through the training college, including 
the lady who held the highest position of 
honour and trust under the London 
School Board. He appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman to consider this matter 
carefully and thoroughly during the 
Recess. He could by a stroke of the pen 
render justice to 25 per cent. of the men 
teachers and 50 per cent. of the women 
teachers in the country who were now 
suffering from this last remnant of an 
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ancient prejudice, and enable them to 
serve with more pride and satisfaction, 
and with a sense of equality which at 
present they did not enjoy. 

Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said, he 
would not occupy much of the time 
of the Committee. This was an 
English Vote, but, as the Vice-President 
of the Council was well aware, it was a 
Vote in which a great number of Irish 
Catholics in this country took a very 
keen interest. A number of his fellow 
countrymen whose children attended 
voluntary schools in this country, had 
been for many years labouring under a 
serious grievance which had been brought 
under the attention of successive Vice 
Presidents. The details of the case of 
the voluntary Catholic schvols of this 
country were well known, and he hoped 
the Debate would not close without some 
indication from the Government as to 
their policy in reference to these schools. 
The Committee was aware that the 
Government had come into office on the 
question, among others, of more liberal 
treatment to Voluntary Schools. Though 
they could not expect any legislation 
during the present short Session, there 
were matters which could be dealt with 
by administration; and he saw no 
reason why the right hon. Gentleman 
should not give some indication what 
the policy of his Department would be 
in administration during the next few 
months. There were one or two points 
of great complaint on the part of the 
Roman Catholic schools which the right 
hon. Gentleman might remedy without 
waiting for the direction of Parliament. 
During the last few years demands 
almost oppressive in character had been 
made by the Education Department in 
the case of Roman Catholic schools for 
large and important structural changes. 
He did not say that those changes were 
not required in the interests of the 
children, or that the Department was 
not justified in asking for them; but 
where there was a body of people, ad- 
mittedly the poorest in the country, 
who by means of collections and sub- 
scriptions supported a set of schools for 
conscience sake, and if large and ex- 
pensive structural changes were required 
by the Department the money should 
be forthcoming from the Education 
Vote. The right hon. Gentleman might 
take up the same position as that which 
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had been adopted by the Chief Secretary. 
He might say, “Why do you bring 
forward this question now, and why did 
you not press the Liberal Government 
on the matter three years ago?” The 
late Government was pressed by the 
Irish Members most urgently on the 
point; it was one of the points on 
which they did not altogether approve 
the action of the Liberal Government. 
When, however, they had a Government 
meeting Irishmen on larger issues, they 
had to put up with a line of policy which 
they did not approve on minor issues ; 
but certainly they pressed the late 
Government on the subject of more 
generous treatment of Roman Catholic 
schools in the country, and therefore 
there would be no force in that reply 
to the appeal. What then was the 
position of the two parties with reference 
to this question? The supporters of 
the Liberal Government were not 
strongly in favour of the extension of 
Voluntary Schools, and the Liberal 
Government was considerably hampered 
in their dealings with Voluntary Schools 
by the fact. But here was a party 
opposite who had appealed to the voters 
on this question, and had recorded the 
votes of a great many Roman Catholics, 
so that more generous treatment might 
be accorded to them. It was the duty 
of the Government to lose no time to 
redeem those promises, and to give some 
proof that they meant by means of 
administration to do something to 
lighten the intolerable burdens which 
were pressing on the poor Roman 
Catholics. 

Mr. C. A. CRIPPS (Gloucester, 
Stroud) said, there were two matters 
he would like to bring to the attention of 
the Vice-President. While the question 
of education should be kept free from 
politics, he should not like it to be thought 
by hon. Members on his own side of the 
House that they all at any rate assented 
to the policy of continuity on this 
question. There ought to be a change 
of policy—a greater encouragement of 
Voluntary Schools in the future than had 
been meted out to them during the last 
three years. During the last three 
years not only had not sufficient en- 
couragement been given to Voluntary 
Schools, but a large measure of dis- 
couragement had been their lot. One 
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important point with regard to educa- 
tion must be the question of expendi- 
ture; and there could be no more 
short-sighted policy than to make educa- 
tion unpopular by throwing too heavy a 
burden of expenditure on the ratepayers. 
He would give an illustration; it was 
not a question of a poor district against 
a rich district. He knew the case of 
two agricultural parishes side by side; 
in one of the parishes they had the volun- 
tary system, and the voluntary rate was 
threepence in the pound. In the case 
of the other parish, where the social 
conditions were the same, the School 
Board rate was 2s. 6d. in the pound. 
In these circumstances he thought it 
was of extreme importance for the 
education of this country in the future 
that a real and honest encouragement 
should be given to the Voluntary Schools 
in various parts of the country. There 
was another point. It was all very well 
to say that sufficient requirements had 
been made for educational purposes. 
Everyone agreed on that point ; but it 
was possible to go beyond that point, 
and to make requirements which were 
unnecessary, and throw an undue burden 
on the district on whose behalf those 
requirements were made. He would 
give an illustration which had come 
within his own knowledge. It was the 
case of a School Board in Mid Gloucester. 
That School Board was chiefly composed 
of men who were political opponents of 
his own; but he agreed with what had 
been stated more than once, that in 
education they need not approach the 
question on political grounds. By 
a unanimous resolution this School 
Board represented to the Education 
Department that unnecessary require- 
ments were being made and unnecessary 
expense being thrown upon them. The 
only answer they had received was that 
in this matter the Vice-President was 
following the principles laid down by 
his predecessor. He suggested to the 
right hon. Gentleman, however, that he 
ought not to follow in these matters 
the examples instituted by his prede- 
cessors. He thought that everything 
had been done in this district which 
could reasonably be asked for in order 
to give a full measure of education to 
the children. If they went beyond that 
and asked for unnecessary expenditure 
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for requirements which were not wanted 
in the interests of education, they made 
education unpopular, and instead of 
furthering the interests of education 
they really were being retarded. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) referred to the case of a large 
number of schools which had been 
erected in Glamorganshire, which, unless 
they obtained the aid of the Vice- 
President, would remain unutilised for 
another year. He believed that there 
was no opposition on the part of hon. 
Members for Glamorganshire to the 
Scheme prepared under the provisions 
of the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Bill dealing with the schools. The hon. 
Member for Swansea was a member of the 
Joint Education Committee and approved 
the Scheme; at all events a matter 
of compromise he agreed to the Scheme. 
This Scheme was placed on the Table of 
the House, but the Dissolution took 
place within a few days of the time 
necessary to make it effective. He 
urged on the right hon. Gentleman the 
advisability of passing a small measure, 
which would not be opposed on either 


side of the House, empowering Her 
Majesty in Council to sanction the 
Glamorgan Scheme. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) re-echoed what had been said 
as to the question of education being 
discussed as far as possible independently 


of political considerations. He main- 
tained that the question of the Roman 
Catholic schools stood in a peculiar and 
unique position; and he was sorry to 
have to agree with the hon. Member 
for East Mayo that the action of the 
late Government was not as favour- 
able to the Roman Catholic schools of 
the country as it might have been. 
In his own constituency the grievance 
was deeply felt. It contained a large 
number of the poorest of the poor, who 
contributed to the School Board rate and 
yet had their children brought up in 
Catholic schools. We had asystem which 
was called free, and yet the adherents of 
a particular religious creed, who edu- 
cated their own children, had to pay 
largely for the education of others. He 
felt that the policy of affording encourage- 
ment to voluntary schools must be ac- 
companied by some form of public 
control; and, although he was not 
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authorised to speak for others, he be- 
lieved that the heads of the Catholic 

Church in England would not be indis- 
posed to see a more generous considera- 
tion of their claims accompanied by a 
form of public control, so long as it did 
not enable ignorant and intolerant mem- 
bers of other religious bodies to interfere 
with the domestic affairs of Catholic 
schools, which occupied a unique position 
and were almost exclusively attended by 
Catholic children. In the East-end of 
London a Board school was practically 
managed by Jews, and it was possible 
that the plan might be adapted to the 
case of Catholic and other schools. The 
Government was under special obliga- 
tions, because they had come into Office 
partly through undertaking to adopt a 
policy of encouragement *) voluntary 
schools. 

*Mr. TOMLINSON  Genied that 
Roman Catholic schools occupied a unique 
position, and said that Church schools 
were entitled to as much consideration 
as Roman Catholic schools. 

*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said, there was a special obligation on 
the Vice - President to promote the 
success of intermediate education in 
Wales, and urged him to bring in a 
Bill to expedite the confirmation of the 
Glamorganshire schemes. If a Bill 
could be brought in to obstruct educa- 
tion under the Berriew scheme, surely 
one could be brought in to promote educa- 
tion in a county. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) appealed to the  Vice- 
President to give consideration to 
the requirements of the Department 
with regard to school accommoda- 
tion at Stroud. In Glamorganshire it 
was felt to be a hardship that, owing to 
a mere accident, the opening of six or 
eight intermediate schools ready to be 
opened should be delayed for a whole 
year. He suggested that in the Bill 
which was to be introduced with refer- 
ence to another scheme a clause should 
be inserted dispensing in regard to the 
Glamorganshire and Monmouthshire 
schemes with the requirements of the 
Intermediate Education Act, 1889, and 
the Endowed Schools Act, which was 
incorporated with it, as to laying the 
scheme on the Table. That would 
enable the schools to be opened at an 
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early date. As to the policy of the 
Government towards voluntary schools, 
he had no objection to these schools, nor 
any desire to hamper them ; but they 
should not be given advantages for 
building or any other purposes unless 
the public had proper and adequate 
control over them. |‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 
Sir J. LLEWELYN (Swansea 
Town) agreed with the last speaker 
as far as the Joint Education Com- 
mittee scheme for Glamorganshire was 
concerned, if from it the Government 
excepted the part of the scheme that 
related to Cowbridge and Gellygaer. So 
far from it being a non-contentious 
measure, he understood that exception 
had been taken to the portion of the 
scheme presented by the Glamorganshire 
Joint Education Committee. There 
would be great disappointment in 


Glamorganshire if the non-contentious 
part of the scheme was not permitted 
to proceed. The county had been mapped 
out for 13 or 14 intermediate schools, 
not including a girls’ school at Llandaff, 
and the scheme was contentious only as 
far as Cowbridge and Gellygaer were 


concerned. 

*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield) asked for information in re- 
gard to the proposed creation of a School 
Board at Heywood, Lancashire. The 
Town Council petitioned the Depart- 
ment to form a School Board, and the 
former Vice-President of the Council 
said a School Board would shortly be 
established. But since the change of 
Government the Town Council had 
received an intimation that the Depart- 
ment would defer action until after the 
municipal elections in November. He 
understood that this was a very irregu- 
lar proceeding, and that the practice was 
that, when the request for a School Board 
had been presented and the reasonable- 
ness of the request admitted, the forma- 
tion of the Board followed as a matter 
of course. It had been said that there 
would be great disappointment in the 
country if the electoral pledges of the 
supporters of the Government in regard 
to education were not fulfilled. But if 
the Government yielded to the seductive 
invitations held out to them, they would 
encounter something more than a feeling 
of disappointment—the most strenuous 
Opposition of those who were resolved that 
the system of national education should 
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be extended and improved, rather than 
destroyed. They would resist to the 
utmost attempts to obtain larger grants 
from the public Exchequer for the sup- 
port of denominational schools unaccom- 
panied by popular control, and still more 
earnestly attempts to substitute for the 
present undenominational system a sys- 
tem by which everybody would be asked 
to support everybody else’s religion. 
The Government would do well to think 
once, twice, and thrice before they com- 
mitted themselves to such an educational 
policy. 

Mr. G. KEMP (Lancashire, Hey- 
wood) wished to advert to what had been 
said with regard to Heywood. The re- 
quest of the Town Council that a School 
Board should be formed was in defiance 
of the wishes of the ratepayers. The 
Mayor having refused to convene a meet- 
ing of ratepayers on the subject, a rate- 
payers’ meeting was held independently, 
at which the proposed School Board was 
condemned by an enormous majority, 
and in consequence of this the Educa- 
tion Department had taken the action it 
had. [Cheers.] 

Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry), referring to the Gla- 
morganshire Educational Scheme, said, 
that if the Vice-President would allow all 
that related to Cowbridge and Gelligaer 
to be omitted from the Scheme there 
would be no objection on that side of the 
House to its being passed. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs), 
hoped facilities would be given to 
enable the proposed intermediate schools 
in Glamorganshire to be opened without 
undue delay. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge 
University) said, the question which had 
been asked by the hon. Member for the 
Mansfield Division of Nottinghamshire 
had, he thought, been adequately 
answered by the hon. Member for the 
Heywood Divisionof Lancashire. [“ Hear, 
hear.”| In regard to the pro School 
Board at Heywood, there was at least 
reason to doubt whether the Resolution 
of the Town Council represented the 
opinion of the ratepayers, and his noble 
Friend the President of the Council 
would delay the formation of the School 
Board until he was satisfied that such 
was the case. He felt that he had 
been a little unfairly pressed in regard to 
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the Glamorgan Scheme. Several hon. 
Members had spoken as if he were re- 
sponsible for the Order in Council not 
coming into force. He was not responsi- 
ble for it, it was the law of the land; 
he could not prevent the operation of 
the statute, nor had he any dispensing 
power. One hon. Member asked why 
he did not legislate, but he could not 
legislate. The hon. Member spoke to 
him asif he was the Leader of the House, 
and had power to introduce what Bills 
he pleased. He was quite certain that 
if the hon Members who were interested 
in the matter would give an assurance to 
his right hon. Friend who was_ the 
Leader of the House, that a Bill could 
be passed by general assent, and not as a 
contentious measure, they would get the 
most favourable consideration. Both 
sides of the House, he had no doubt, 
would regret it extremely if some parts 
of this Scheme did not come into imme. 
diate operation, and if hon. Members 
would agree as to what were really the 
non-contentious parts of the Scheme, 
those parts might be brought into opera- 
tion, and the rest might be considered in 
the next Session of Parliament As to 
the structural changes in schools in the 
Stroud Division of Gloucestershire, it 
was quite clear that where a matter had 
been decided by a public official it was 
impossible for a new Government to act 
as a Court of Appeal in regard to the 
decisions of its predecessors ; but, if the 
matter had not gone too far for recon- 
sideration any representations which were 
made would be considered in an impar- 
tial spirit. The hon. Member for the 
West Division of Nottingham, whose 
practical contribution to the Debate they 
all welcomed, had invited him to a task 
which he would, if he could, gladly and 
eagerly undertake—namely, the consoli- 
dation and reform of the law relating to 
the age at which children were employed, 
and the regulations under which they 
worked at half-time. That was one of 
the subjects which he had no doubt the 
Government would consider before next 
Session, and if they should decide to em- 
bark on legislation of that kind, they 
would find in him a most willing and 
zealous instrument for endeavouring to 
carry such legislation through the House 
of Commons. |‘ Hear, hear.”| A great 
deal had been done of late years to in- 
crease the accommodation in training 
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colleges. Day training colleges existed 
in connection with every University Col- 
lege in England, and there was at pre. 
sent accommodation in them for a 
thousand teachers to be trained. It was 
worthy of remark, however, that neither 
the residential nor the day training col- 
leges were as yet quite full. The ques- 
tion would no doubt engage their atten- 
tion during the Recess, and _ every 
effort would be made to increase the 
training college accommodation until it 
was adequate to give every person who 
desired it an opportunity of training. He 
thought it was rather hard that a teacher 
who had not been trained should be 
placed in an inferior position, unless he 
had had an opportunity of being trained. 
The question, of teachers’ jensions had 
passed beyond the stage of controversy 
or dispute, as the House of Commons had 
unanimously passed a resolution in favour 
of them. The officials of the Treasury, and 
of the Education Office, and the actuaries 
attached to the public offices, had elabora- 
ted a Scheme which obtained, he believed, 
the assent of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer and the Education Minister in 
the late Government, and was on the 
point of being laid before the House 
when the accident which deprived them 
of the services of the late Government 
took place. Of course, it was impossible 
for his noble Friend the President of the 
Council and himself to have examined 
for themselves this proposal, but it would 
be examined in the course of the Recess 
by the President of the Council and by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
would have a great deal to say to a 
Scheme of this kind. He had no reason 
to think that the present Govern- 
ment would upon this subject come 
to any different conclusion than that 
which the late Government arrived 
at, and he thought the Committee 
might feel a tolerable amount of con- 
fidence that next Session a measure 
would be laid upon the Table of the 
House differing in no essential particular 
from that prepared by the late Govern- 
ment. [{“ Hear, hear!”] If the mea 
sure was received by the House in that 
spirit in which he thought it was likely 
to be received, there was no reason why 
it should not speedily pass into law. He 
had been asked what was to be the 
policy of the Government towards Volun- 
tary Schools. That was a very natural 
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question, and a very important one. If| still he trusted that the Education De- 
hon. Members would repeat that question | partment would be conducted on the 
at the beginning of the next Session of | lines upon which it had hitherto been 
Parliament he should be in a better|conducted. [Cheers.] 

ition to answer them. Atpresent he; *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
could not say more to the Committee, Forest of Dean) did not wish to trouble 
than that they had heard a declaration | the right hon. Gentleman to speak again, 
on this subject by the First Lord of the|but hoped that he would consent to 


Supply. 


Treasury, and it would be very unbecom- 
ing and useless on his part to add any- 
thing in general terms to the very clear 
enunciation of the general drift of the 
policy of the Government which his right 
hon. Friend had made. Two hon. Mem- 
bers, both speaking with some degree of 
professional authority upon the condition 
of schools, had pressed upon the Com- 
mittee that Voluntary Schools required a 
considerable amount of additional pe- 
cuniary support if they were to retain 
their efficiency, and that some special 
treatment of the small village schools 
was of great importance. That was an 
opinion which was of great value, and 


receive representations in regard to poor 
districts where the education rate was 
heaviest. There was a provision in the 
Act of 1870 with regard to these dis- 
tricts, and under it they received some 
very small relief. He asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would consider 
the question of increasing the amount 
of that relief, and whether he would 
receive a deputation on the subject. 
Sir JOHN GORST assented. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS said, he was 
not satisfied with the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. It was very poor 
satisfaction to learn that the fault did 
not lie with him, but with the First 
What he and 





to which no doubt the Government would | Lord of the Treasury. 
attach considerable importance. He|his friends wanted was the passing of 
had been very much struck with the|the Scheme. The hon. Member for 
remarks of one hon. Member, who| Swansea Town (Sir J. Llewelyn) was a 


pointed out the great hardship of the; Member of the Committee which agreed 


poorer ratepayers who were attached to | to the compromise upon which it was 
denominational education having to pay | based, and now he came forward to 
both for the support of their own De-| oppose the Scheme. 

nominational Schools and also to con-| Sir J. LLEWELYN said, he did so 
tribute equally with others to the support | simply because it was contentious matter. 
of the Board schools, from which they | [“ Hear, hear!” 

derived no immediate benefit. The) *Mr. DAVID THOMAS continuing, 
question was a difficult one, but there | said, that at any rate the hon. Member 
was no pronouncement on it which he| was a party to the compromise arrived 
could make officially. He did not)at. The Scheme lay for nearly two 
believe, however, that the Committee} months on the Table of the House, and 
generally would think that he was shirk- | no opposition whatever was raised to it 
ing the question. He was appealed to} by any hon. Member, and it would have 
by the hon. Member for East Mayo(Mr. passed into law in a few days had 
Dillon) to do something, without legis-| not the Dissolution taken place when it 


lation, for the benefit of Voluntary | 
Schools; but he would point out that | 
the money voted by Parliament must be 
applied to the purpose for which it was | 
voted, and he did not think that any | 
money which had been voted could be 
devoted to structural changes. He was 
glad to hear hon. Members express their 
desire that these questions should be 
treated as outside Party politics, and 
that there should be continuity in policy 
upon education matters. Though he 
hoped he would not hesitate to recom- 
mend a change of policy where it seemed 
to him to be necessary and desirable, 





Judicial 


did. 


School 


The question of the Cowbridge 
was not raised before the 
Committee of the Privy 
Council, and, he submitted, it was now 
too late to suggest its exclusion. He 
moved tu reduce Vote A by £100, in 
order to elicit a further statement on 
the subject of the Cowbridge School. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said, he 
was not altogether dissatisfied with the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman, 
because the right hon. Gentleman said 
that he would give facilities for bringing 
the Scheme into operation, and that, 
for himself, he was’prepared to bring in 
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a Bill provided there was no contention 
in the matter. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, however, stated that the Scheme 
was contentious and that it would have 
to be altered before it was brought in. 
But here they had a Scheme which had 
run the gauntlet of criticism and which 
failed because, a few days before it 
would have come into operation, Parlia- 
ment was dissolved. The Scheme could 
not now be correctly described as con- 
tentious. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] It was the 
final outcome of the deliberations of the 
Committee which sat upon the subject. 
No objection had been effectually lodged 
against the Scheme; and he ventured 
to impress upon the Government that 
in substance, it was a non-contentious 
Scheme. They had no power, on either 
side, to assent to any alteration in the 
Scheme, since it was the outcome of a 
compromise, He suggested that a Bill 
of the smallest kind, simply providing, 
in one clause, that, in regard to this 
Scheme, certain requirements should be 
dispensed with, would do all that was 
wanted. He begged hon. Members 
opposite to consider that, without it, for 
a whole year the children of Glamorgan- 
shire would be deprived of all benefits 
under the Act. 

Sir JOHN GORST thought it a little 
hard that his salary should be reduced 
because he would not do something which 
he had no power to do. [Lauyhter.] It 
was the law of the land—it might be a 
bad or good law—that the Scheme should 
lie upon the Table of the House for 40 
days. If the House were unanimous he 
might ask his right hon. Friend, the 
First Lord of the Treasury, to bring in a 
Bill such as was suggested ; but, if such 
a Bill were brought in, it would certainly 
be opposed {“ Hear, hear!”] and _ his 
right hon. Friend would, therefore, be 
sure to decline to bring it in now. With 
regard to the Burial Bill, which the right 
hon. Member for Rotherham (Mr. Acland) 
had expressed a desire to bring in during 
the last Parliament in order to remedy a 
mistake made by the late Government, 
he supposed that, as it was admittedly a 
mistake that had been made, the Bill to 
remedy it would be unopposed. If, how- 
ever, any hon. Member were to notify 
that he was going to oppose the Bill, 
perhaps his right hon. Friend would 
decline to bring it in at all. He (the 
speaker) had, however, assumed that it 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
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would be unopposed and he believed it 
to be so. [“Oh!”] 


Question put, “That Item A (Salaries), 
be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
Salary of the Vice-President of the 
Council.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 46; 
Noes, 144.—(Division List, No. 27). 


*Mr. LOUGH asked the right hon. 
Gentleman, the Vice-President of the 
Council, whether the evening schools 
were being attended by a larger number 
this year, as he noticed that although 
the amount taken for evening schools 
was at the rate of 16s. this year, 
whereas last year it was at the rate of 
11s. 8d., the gross amount does not show 
an equal proportionate increase per head. 

Sir JOHN GORST said, the attend- 
ance at the eveningschools was increasing, 
and the grant was increasing. 

*Mr. LOUGH said, the amount of 
money was not increased in proportion 
to the increase per head on the grant. If 
the total sum was increased in proportion 
they would want about 33 per cent., but 
as a matter of fact there was only 10 per 
cent. more. 

Sir JOHN GORST said, the increase 
in the grants this year for evening schools 
was £11,655. The grants this year were 
estimated at 16s. per unit of average 
attendance. The grants actuaily earned 
in 1893-4 were only 15s. 103d. per unit., 
so that the amount per unit of attend- 
ance had increased. The Estimates were 
not his, but the late Government's, but 
if the hon. Member would put the 
question down he would look into the 
matter. 


Vote agreed to, 


On the Vote of £387,155 to complete 
the sum necessary for the salaries and 
expenses of the Department of Science 
and Art for the United Kingdom, 


*Mr. LEWIS called attention to the 
fact that no allocation had been made to 
Wales in regard to the distribution of 
museum grants, although Scotland and 
Ireland together received nearly £50,000. 
In regard to elementary education they 
had a separate Report in Wales, and their 
education had many distinctive features. 
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The policy of dealing with Wales 
separately in regard to education had 
been repeatedly recognised by both 
Liberal and Conservative Governments. 
Welsh Members asked that it should be | 
carried to its logical conclusion, and fair 
play granted to Wales in that respect. 
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terms on the unsatisfactory character of 
paintings and drawings sent in for com- 
petition at the Eisteddfod, while the ad- 
judicators in music and singing could not 
highly enoughexpress theirappreciation of 
it. Let the Vice-President of the Council 
crown the educational edifice that had 





No country in Europe, except Russia,| been so laboriously built up in Wales 
where education was at a considerable dis- | during the last few years by the resolu- 


ount, was more destitute of museums | ,- . 
re a . | tion and enthusiasm of the people, who 
than Wales. There was no country in| 


Europe where more attention was given | had made sacrifices on behalf of educa- 
to education than in Switzerland. The | ton which were beyond all praise. 
Swiss were a practical and hard-headed | Those who, like himself, had been work- 
people, and knew the practical value of ing in the field of education in Wales 
education, not only in regard to its|during recent years, and had seen 
material but higher advantages. In| how members of the working class and 
Switzerland, museums were attached tradesmen had supported in the most 
not only to colleges, but to secondary liberal and generous manner the Welsh 
and even to elementary schools. The) University Colleges and the Inter- 
scholars in the elementary schools took | mediate Schools, which are now in 
the greatest pride in these museums. course of erection all over the country, 
The old scholars sent presents to them,|must feel there was enthusiasm for 
and the masters found that by means| education in Wales which hardly 
of museums object lessons could be given | existed in the same degree in any other 


which were much more effective than 
any imparted by books or word of 
mouth. In relation to collections of | 
antiquities and objects of historical 
interest, Wales had no central museum 
in which these could be deposited. From 
time to time the most valuable collec-| 
tions had been scattered to the four 
winds because there was no central in-| 
stitution in which they could be placed. 
No doubt, many private collectors would 
have bequeathed their collections to a/| 
central institution of the kind, and that, 
for want of one, their collections had 
practically been lost to the nation, and 
left to the tender mercies of indifferent | 
heirs who valued antiquities most when 
they could convert them into cash. There 
was no national library in Wales where 
manuscripts and books of historical in- 
terest could be collected. With regard to 
art, Scotland and Ireland had National 
Galleries which were supported and en- 
couraged by the State. In Wales there 
were no galleries of the kind. Some 
praiseworthy attempts had been made | 
by private societies to start art galleries. | 
The Royal Cambrian Academy of Art at 
Conway had done a great deal of useful 
work in that direction, and it was a kind 
of work which should be supported by the 
State. Professor Herkomer, speaking re- 
cently at Llanelly animadverted in severe 





country in the world, and which deserved 
a corresponding measure of support from 
the Government. 

*Mr. YOXALL complained that in the 
past there had been a sad want of co- 
operation between the administration of 
the Science and Art Department at South 
Kensington and the Education Depart- 
ment. He recognised with gratitude 
what the former Vice-President had 
done to bring these Departments into 
proper relations under one Parliamentary 
head. If it was extended by the 
present Vice-President it would be for 


‘the benefit of education all round. The 


duplication of the work of the two 
Departments led to much inconveni- 
ence and waste of money. £180,000 
were to be spent this year on draw- 
ing and manual instruction in public 
elementary schools. On the analogy 
of last year £160,000 would go in 
teaching drawing alone, and about 
£26,000 in fees for inspecting and ex- 
amining it. By the present system of 
inspection and examination in rural 
schools, public money was wasted to a 
ridiculous extent. Many schools in 
England and Wales did not receive a 
grant of more than 5s. a year, after 
long preparation and teaching in draw- 
ing. As the result of 12 months’ work 
in drawing, 99 schools, representing 603 
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children, received 18 guineas in grants, | really a political matter, but rather one 
or 3s. 97d. per school per annum, andj|of departmental organisation. The 
three farthings per school per hour for | authorities of the Education and Science 
the 60 hours’ teaching given during the| and Art Departments were quite aware 
year. One school had received 2s. 2d. | of the difficulty which the hon. Member 
grant for a year, another 2s. 4d., another | had so clearly and justly pointed out, 
2s. 11d., and others 1s. 10d., 1s. 9d., and | and arrangements were now being con- 
—no wonder—23 schools did not trouble | sidered by which the present arrange- 
to claim the grant. So much for the| ments would be obviated. The only 
grants to the schools. What about the| excuse for them was that they were 
inspection and examination of the work | temporary, and they were not yet quite 
done? He should not be far wrong if|in working order. As to the question 
he put the cost at 30s. per school. Ifso|of the hon. Member for the Flint 
the cost of inspecting 99 schools would be | Boroughs, he must express his own most 
£148—+to allocate and determine grants | friendly feeling towards the Welsh 
amounting to 18 guineas. There was! nationality, and his most earnest desire 
another serious aspect of the matter. The | to see a Welsh national mussum. But, 
managers of Board and Voluntary Schools | unfortunately, Wales had not only no 
were called on at considerable expense| museum, but no metropolis in which 
to provide elaborate apparatus for the | such a museum could be placed. Until 
teaching of drawing, and yet grants from | a chief city was found for Wales, it would 
1s. 9d. to 1s. 10d. were doled out. He) be very difficult for the Government, 
deprecated the system of payment by/even if they were willing, to place a 
results to all schools large and small} national museum in Wales. The muse- 
alike. It might answer pecuniarily| ums under the Science and Art Depart- 
with regard to the larger schools,/ment were situated in London, Dublin 
but it worked out very badly | and Edinburgh, and except in these capi- 
with regard to the smaller schools. | tal cities there were no museums directly 
Special consideration should be shown | supported by the Science and Art Depart- 
for the needs of smaller schools.;ment. But all the great cities of the 
The very basis of this drawing grant) United Kingdom had loans of museum 
should be altered, and a permanent inspec- | objects made to them under certain con- 
tor—not a temporary inspector—should | ditions, and Wales had’ in that respect 
be sent down to the school from time to been treated with as great liberality as 
time to see that the money was produc- | any other part of the country. 
ing efficient teaching. He wished to| Dr. CLARK said, that he hoped the 
express the satisfaction with which! right hon. Gentleman would do some- 
thousands of people had seen the appoint-| thing in the way of consolidating the 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman to his | work of the Education Departments. In 
present office. In the right hon. Mem-| Scotland there was one man from the 
ber for Rotherham and the right hon. | Education Office examining some of the 
Member for Dartford the country had classes in the elementary schools, and 
possessed Vice-Presidents who had shown | another man from the Science and Art 
a desire to conduct: our educational Department examining other classes ; 
system on a more reasonable and efficient and there was now a third class of ex- 
basis than existed before their day, and aminer in connection with the grants 
in the right hon. Gentleman he had given to the colleges. Then there was 
no doubt they would have a fitting the Treasury grant from the whiskey 
successor. duty, and there were further examiners 
Sm JOHN GORST said, that the for the leaving-certificates. He believed 
hon. Member, with his practical know- | that there were altogether seven educa- 
ledge of the subject, had no doubt hit on tion grants to be earned in Scotland. If 
a weak spot in the administration of the} the right hon. Gentleman would do a 
Science and Art Department. The ex- little more towards reorganisation, and 
tension of drawing to its present limit use in education, a good deal of the 
was a new thing, and no doubt the mode| money now spent in examination and 
in which the drawing was inspected was machinery, the education would be much 
far too expensive and elaborate for the | more efficient. The Office of the Vice- 
results achieved. But this was not, President of the Council was one which 


Mr. Yoxall 
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would develop into greater importance 
every year. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES called atten- 
tion to the way in which this Vote was 
growing. It had increased from 
£700,000 last year to £727,000 this 
year. The conjunction of Science and 
Art in this Vote was rather unnatural, 
for Science repudiated the ways of Art, 
and Art did not believe in the methods of 
Science. The Committee had already 
voted nearly eight millions for education, 
and now they were called upon to vote 
£700,000 more for another form of educa- 
tion. This, together with the other 
£200,000 which would soon be asked for, 
ought really to appear as part of the 
Education Vote. This Science and Art 
Department was a new invention. 
Neither Science nor Art were unknown 
in former times ; and, indeed, Art had 
decreased in value ever since this depart- 
ment had been established. Directly 
the State made an attempt to dry-nurse 
Science and Art—to set up official 
schools and an official curriculum—the 
quality of the product deteriorated. This 
Department was a luxury which could 
be very well dispensed with. He saw 
that one of the officers was allowed £10 
in addition to his salary for the risk of 
making cash payments. He could under- 
stand there being a risk in receiving cash 
payments—some of the coins might be 
bad, for instance—but what risk was there 
in making cash payments?, The only 
risk could be that of making mistakes, 
but the officer was paid a salary to do his 
work properly. Could the Secretary to 
the Treasury, who now knew all things, 
explain this item of £10 ? 

Sir JOHN GORST said, that this 
allowance was not peculiar to this Vote, 
but appeared in many. It was the 
custom in commercial houses, as well as 
in the Government service, to give this 
allowance for the risk in making cash 
payments. It was found that where a 
man took charge of large sums for the 
purpose of making payments in cash, he 
did actually lose by it. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) 
said the joint committee of the Welsh 
County Councils would relieve the Vice- 
President of any difficulty as to 
determining what was the Capital of 
Wales. 

Dr. CLARK thought the amounts of 
fees received for admissions at Edinburgh 
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(£200), Dublin (£20), and South Ken- 
sington (£1,000) were so small as to 


justify the suggestion that admission 
should be entirely free. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £114,205 (including a Supple- 
mentary sum of £30,421), to complete thie 
sum for British Museum—agreed to. 


Vote of £8,340 (including a Supple- 
mentary sum of £5,000), to complete the 
sum for National Gallery—agreed to. 


Vote of £2,065 (includinga Supplemen- 
tary sum of £750), to complete the sum 
for National Portrait Gallery—agreed to. 


Vote of £14,527, tocompletethesum for 
Scientific Investigation, &c.—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £58,339 (including a 
Supplementary sum of £3,000), to 
complete the sum for Universities and 
Colleges, Great Britain, and Intermediate 
Education, Wales, 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said the 
item for colleges in Great Britain 
originally included £1,700 for King’s 
College, London, which, upon the re- 
commendation of the late Government 
was reserved, because the Government 
required the repeal of a Constitutional 
rule of the foundation of the College 
that the Professors must be Members of 
the Church of England. He wished to 
ask whether this sum was still reserved, 
or whether it had been disposed of, and, 
if it had been disposed of, whether the 
present Government entertained the 
same view as the late Government did 
with regard to the condition to be 
placed upon the grant, and, if they did 
not, whether they would introduce a 
supplementary Estimate to reinstate the 
grant? He had always thought that 
religious tests were illusory and did not 
attain their object, and was aware that 
that principle had been adopted by the 
Universities; but it was contended 
that King’s College was established by 
voluntary donations, and that a con- 
dition of its foundation was that in- 
struction should be given in the 
principles of the Church of England, 
from which instruction, however, students 
whose parents did not wish for it 
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This being so, the Committee 


the secular instruction was attested | shouldexcuse him going into theEstimates 


by examination, for the cost of which | for future years. 


In regard to King’s 


money was voted; and it therefore |College, the grant was, he believed, 


seemed to many to savour of injustice 


to deprive the College of its grant, | 
particularly as the cost of the scientific | 


teaching far exceeded the fees received 
from students; although, indeed, the total 
fees paid by students to King’s and 

University Colleges in London exceeded 
those paid by all the students in Germany 
at the Universities. 

*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH urged the 
necessity for prompt action 
formation of the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board for Wales. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES hoped the 
present Government would not recede 
from the understood pledge of the late 


Chancellor of the Exchequer to provide | 


entirely regulated by Treasury Minutes, 
In 1894, there was a Committee over 
which the late President of the Board 
of Trade presided, and which reported 
in May, 1894, recommending _ that 


this grant should be discontinued on 


the ground of denominational tests, 
Thereupon, the Treasury reserved the 
right, during that year, not to distribute 


‘the King’s College grant of £1,700 if 


in the| 


£3,000 for the University of Wales as | 
an annual grant, and not merely as| 


a grant towards preliminary expenses. 
He would like to call the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to a very great 
inequality in the sums given to Wales, 


as compared with the sums given to| 


Ireland, Scotland and England, in regard 
to University education. 


the tests were not abolished before 
March 3lst, 1895.. As the Committee 
knew, those tests were not abolished, and 
the grant was withheld from the King’s 
College. Of the amount se” withheld, 
£500 was given to Dundee College, but 
he had not learnt what became of the 
balance of £1,200 for 1894-5; but, 
this year, £500 had been again allotted 
to Dundee, and £1,200 amongst the 
remaining colleges. Therefore, for the 
present year, the money was gone. Then 
he was asked whether any supplementary 
Estimate was to be presented. His 


|answer to that was, certainly not during 


Scot?and re- | 


ceived £55,000, and Ireland a very | 


considerable amount; while Wales, if 


receiving £15,000. 
were made, it would be seen that the 
amounts for University education were 
not fairly apportioned. 


the present Session. The matter was, 
however, under the consideration of the 


| Chancellor of the Exchequer, and he had 
the £3,000 were given, would only be | 


If a computation | 


no doubt thaf, when his right hon. 
Friend was coming to a decision, it 


would be remembered that, up to two 
| years ago, there was no question as to 


Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) | 
pointed out that the amount allowed for | 
Scotch University education was owing | 


to a matter connected with the Union. 


cellor of the Exchequer, two years ago, 
granted a sum of £3,000 to start the 
University of Wales, but refused to give 
any undertaking as to 
be done in the future. 
was a further sum of £3,000, and the 
late Government not having arrived ata 
very definite conclusion, the hon. Gentle- 


ih) 


this grant. [‘ Hear, hear! 

Dr. CLARK was glad to hear that 
the matter of King’s College was to be 
reconsidered, because he thought that 


| King’s College had been hardly treated. 
*Mr. HANBURY said, the late Chan- | 


[“ Hear, hear!”] He was glad that the 


| Government were going to look at this 
| question from the standpoint of results, 


what would | 
This year, there | 


and he hoped that Catholic colleges 
would get their share according to the 
best results. [Jrish cheers.| In 1886, 
a Committee sat to determine the allo- 


|cation amongst the various colleges at 


\that time. 


The Committee reported 


man asked him why the present Govern-|in favour of doubling the amount. In 
ment had come to a conclusion on a/ both these cases, the King’s College got 


subject as to which the late Government 


the same amount as the other colleges, 


took more than two years to come to a and finally, the Treasury had to undo 


conclusion. 


He should, he submitted,| one of the Acts of the Committee. 


oe . . | . 
be excused from giving any information | Scotland had, he contended, a grievance 


on the subject for the reason above indi- | here. 


The Member for Swansea thought 


cated, and also because there was already that Scotland was getting too much, but 
£3,000 on the Supplementary Vote for | technical education in Scotland required 
| 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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money just as much as other colleges. | 
The college at Glasgow wanted a grant, | 
and the Committee refused the grant to | 
it. Not asingle penny was given for | 
technical education in Scotland, and| 
students in Scotland had to come to) 
London to get the education they wanted. 
The West of Scotland Institution for | 
Technical Education asked for a share in 
this grant, but it was refused. He 
objected to both of the tests and condi- 
tions laid down by the Committee. He. 
thought that the money was more 
wanted for scientific purposes than for 
classical purposes. He hoped that the | 
Government would reconsider this) 
matter, both from the standpoint of. 
King’s College and also from that of | 
Glasgow. Candidates for the B.Sc. | 
Degree at Glasgow University could only | 
get their education at the West of | 
Scotland school. 
*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH inquired, 
what was going to be done next year | 
in respect to the Welsh Central Board, 
for which £500 appeared on the Esti- 
mates for the present year. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that his im- 
pression was that these accounts belonged 
to his Department. He trusted that | 
the question of the hon. Member for 
Swansea District (Mr. Brynmor Jones) | 
would be postponed till the Report stage. 
He confessed that he had some sympathy | 
with the matter raised by the hon. | 
Member for Caithness (Dr. Clark), and 


he would see that it was inquired into. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £7, to complete the | 
sum for the University of London, 
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that progress would be reported at a 
reasonable hour, in order to discuss the 
question of the Welsh gold mines. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manches- 
ter, E.) said, the statement of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was that the 
matter referred to would not be deferred 
till an unreasonable hour. It never was 
suggested that Supply should be inter- 
rupted at six o'clock for that purpose. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: What are the 
votes in Class 5 you want ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he wanted the whole of 
Class 5 except three Votes. The first 
was the Vote for the Diplomatic and 
Consular Service, and two Supplemen- 
tary Votes, one relating to Newfound- 
land, and the other to Uganda. He 


Supply. 


| had reason to believe there was a desire 


to deal with these on Friday, and it was 
in order to meet the general con- 
venience of the House he made that 
He thought everybody would 
feel that they ought to press forward the 
Civil Service Votes. 

Dr. TANNER appealed to the right 
hon. Leader of the House to meet hon. 
Members in the same spirit in which he 
and his friends this day had tried to con- 


ciliate the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked the right 
hon. Gentleman also to consent to post- 
pone the Scotch Education Vote. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY pointed out that this Vote would 


‘come on immediately, when the hon. 


Member might have his opportunity. 
Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 


|Burghs) proposed, by way of cem- 


|promise, that the Government might 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested to) 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury | 
that the time had arrived when the! 
Government should consent to report | 
progress. 
*Mr. HANBURY said the hon. and | 
learned Member was perhaps not aware | 
that some of the more contentious items | 
in Class 5, including the Uganda Vote, | 
had been postponed. That being so, he | 


hoped they might get the remainder of | 


the Civil Service Votes to-night. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY pressed his 
point, urging that a pledge had been 
given by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, to the hon. Member for Methyr, 








take the Report of Supply of 26th August, 
which raised the question of the Welsh 
mines, and also the two Scotch Votes, 
and consent to let the other business 


| stand over. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES threw out 
the suggestion that it would be an ex- 
tremely good bargain for both sides to 
allow the-Government to have all these 
Votes this evening, on condition that 
there should not be a Saturday sitting. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said he disliked a Saturday sit- 
ting as much as anybody, but he was 
afraid it would be absolutely neces- 
sary to have one this week. In answer 
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to the hon Member for Kirkcaldy, he 
suggested that what might be done would | 


be to take the five Votes that were more | 


or less contentious, in Class 5, to take) 
the six in Class 6, and to take perhaps 
five out of the seven in Class 7. If it 
would facilitate progress, 


Highland Railway Resolutions, but he 
was afraid he could not go further than 
that. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY thought that as 
the proposal of the right hon. Gentle-| 
man included the Post Oftice Vote, he | 
was going too far. As it appeared they 
must have a sitting on Saturday, what | 
was the extreme urgency for getting 
these Votes to-night ? 

Tur FIRST LORD or ree TREA- 
SURY intimated that he could not 
make any further concession. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT noticed that 
a sum of £12 was asked for, which 
was an increase of only £2 on last year. 
Practically, therefore, the University was 


maintained by its own fees, and was no | 


cost to the State. Among the items was 
£1,100 for conducting examinations. 
The Senate of the University had many 
times represented that these examina- 
tions could not, in justice to the candi- 
dates, be properly conducted with the 


versity. The buildings and appliances 
were totally inadequate. The examina- | 
tions included examinations in medicine | 
and science, and it also seemed unjust to 
give certificates to students when the ex- 


aminations, because of the inadequacy of | 


the buildings, could not be properly per- 
formed. He did not desire to delay the 


Vote, but he must ask for an assurance | 


from the right hon. Gentleman in charge 


ings would be provided without delay, | 
Com- 


otherwise he should divide the 
mitte on the question. The reconstitu- 
tion of the University for teaching | 
purposes also demanded the earliest | 
attention. 

Dr. TANNER observed that very 
important duties were performed by the | 
examiners attached to the London Uni- | 
versity, and, certainly, they ought to be | 
better paid than even the door-keepers | 
of the House of Lords. 
in medicine and surgery, who were 
among the ablest men in the profession, | 
were paid the miserable sum of £200 a 


First Lord of the Treasury. 
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he was pre-| 
pared to defer till to-morrow the West. 


>, | holding 
of the Vote that these necessary build- | poling 


The examiners | 
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| year each, which was altogether inade- 
quate. T he examiners in geology and 
physical geography were only paid £100 
a year each ; the two examiners in Cer- 
| man, £80 a year each, and the two in 
| French, £75, there being a difference of 
£10 between these two great continental 
|languages, showing the side to which 
| prejudice tended as between these two 
| great continental nations. In the medi- 
cal profession there was no degree 
obtainable at Oxford, Cambridge, Edin- 
burgh, or in Treland, that was more 
valued than the M.D. of the University 
| of London. Why was that? It was 
| because of the strictness of the examina- 
‘tion and the high professional standing 
of the examiners. 

THe CHAIRMAN (interposing) : I 
must ask the hon. Member to deal with 
the matter in a more serious spirit than 
he has yet shown. [“ Hear, hear !”| T have 
listened very patiently to him for some 
time, but I have yet failed to discover 
‘that he has brought forward any real 
and relevant criticism upon this Vote. I 
|must therefore ask him to confine his 
jattention to something really more 
‘serious than he has yet done. [“ Hear, 





hear !”) 
Dr. TANNER said of course, 


ra : y: | Chai desired him to to reduce 
facilities placed at the disposal of the Uni- | wien reaey eae wo move Soabroe 


if the 


| the salaries of these Examiners with the 

hope that they might ultimately be in- 
creased, he should be glad to do so. 
[Laughter .]| It was with a sincere desire 
that something should be done to secure 
the adequate remuneration of these gen- 
tlemen employed in the London Uni- 
versity that he had raised this question. 
[“ Hear, hear !”] Take the case of the 
Professor in Anatomy. The gentleman 
that office in the Queen’s 
| College in Cork received the sum—— 


Tne CHAIRMAN : The hon. Mem- 
‘ber is now distinctly violating what I 
have laid down, and I must warn him 
| that the Standing Order permits me to 
| deal with him if ‘he persists in wilfully 
obstructing the business of the House. 
[ Cheers. | T am, hewever, loth to put the 
| Standing Order in force ; therefore, I 
|again invite the hon. Member to deal 
'with the matter in a more serious spirit 
than he has yet shown. [Cheers.] 

| Dr. TANNER: I can assure you I 
have been trying so to deal with it. 


[Irish cheers. 


J 





1057 Supply. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Suspend the 
whole of us at once. [/rish cheers, and 
Ministerial cries of “Order.”| Yes, 
suspend us all. [Renewed Irish arta! 

Dr. TANNER remarked that he ha 
been dealing with the matter as a Uni- 
versity man ; he had spoken up for the 
University of London with the hope 
that better success would attend that 
institution, and that it would be enabled 
to maintain its high standard and pay 
its Examiners better. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Go on. 
cheers. 

Dr. TANNER, continuing, said the 
Estimates had been put into his hand, 
and was he obstructing in calling atten- 
tion to the small amount of money paid 
to the Professor in Anatomy? [Jrish 
cheers.| And, for the purpose of 
analysis, as a member of another Uni- 
versity, was he wrong or guilty of 
obstruction when he pointed out that 
this gentleman, with the highest quali- 
fications, was worse paid than the 
Professors of Colleges in Treland ? [Jrish 
cheers.| He declared that the amount 
of the Vote asked for was absolutely 
unequal to the requirements of the 
University. What he was saying was 
perfectly in order {Ministerial cries of 
“Order” |, but because he happened to 
be an Irish Member, although strictly 
adhering to book and chapter, he had 
been censured. [Jrish cheers, and 
Ministerial cries of “ Order.” 

Mr. T. M. HEALY joined heartily 
in the remarks of the hon. Member 
for Mid Cork with reference to this 
Vote. [Zrish cheers.| They were entitled 
to a fair discussion of the Votes and to 
a fair amount of time for that discussion. 
They were, furthermore, entitled to that 
time in accordance with the pledges of 
the Leader of the House. It was 
certainly an unusual course for the Gov- 
vernment to tell them they must limit 
their remarks, as the Leader of the 
House had told them, and not only that, 
but that he would insist on taking other 
important Votes, the nature of the dis- 
cussion being judged, not in reference to 
the Vote itself, but to the exigencies of 
the Members of the Government in 
getting away for their holidays. [/rish 
cheers.| That was what the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman implied. 
If the right hon. Gentleman was willing 
to sit up they were prepared to sit up 


[ Irish 
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with him. They were willing to give 
every assistance in the discussion of the 
Votes. There was one point he had to 
raise upon the Vote. In the case of the 
London University the State was pre- 
pared to pay for a particular class of 
religious teaching. If so, he wished to 
know why the Government refused to 
pay for religious teaching in Ireland, and 
why the Government insisted that in all 
the Irish colleges there should be no 
religious teaching. No payment was 
made in respect of religious teaching in 
voluntary schools in either England or 
Ireland. Why, therefore, should they 
be asked to pay for religious teaching in 
the University of London? They had 
already been told that the London Uni- 
versity was only an examining univer- 
sity. If that was so, why not strike out 
this item from the Vote? He was not 
prepared to pay for religious teaching in 
the London University if he was not to 
get religious teaching in Ireland. It 
was as well they should know who were 
the examiners at the London University, 
and what their views on particular parts 
of the Bible were. Were those views 
orthodox ? Did the examiners set papers 
according to the theories of King James, 
or according to the Douay or Catholic 
theory ? 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the Biblical 
examination held at the London Univer- 
sity was one in the texts of the scriptures. 
Furthermore, it was not an examination 
for a degree at all, but for adiploma. The 
examinations, as he understood the 
matter, were partly theological and partly 
historical. He would now like to 
answer the question put to him by the 
hon. Member for Islington. 

Dr. CLARK : That arises on Class 1. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that might be 
so, but he would now assure the hon. 
Member for Islington that he would look 
into the question he had raised. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) 
said, it was obvious the explanation of 
the Secretary to the Treasury was wrong. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggested that 
the Vote was simply one for the study 
of the Hebrew language. The Vote 
itself showed that that was not so, be- 
cause it was one for an examiner in the 
text of the Scripture and in Scriptural 
history. That being so, the question of 
denominational teaching was raised, and 
the criticisms which had been offered 
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were most cogent. He asked the Com- 
mittee to consider the question from the 
point of view of what he might call the 
foundations of belief. Which was the 
point of view from which the examiner 
viewed the Scriptures? There was only 
one meaning to be attached to the Vote. 


{COMMONS} 





It was either a Vote for the study of the 
Scriptures from an atheistical or a de- 
nominational point of view. He and} 
his hon. Friends objected to an examina- | 
tion from an atheistical point of view, | 
and they also objected to an examination 
from the point of view of any particular 
denomination, because in that case the 
Vote became one for the endowment of 
a sect. He begged to move the reduc- 
tion of the Vote by—-— 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : I beg to move that the question 
be now put. 

Dr. TANNER: Coward! 


about your pledges last night ? 


What 


Question put, “That the question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 123; 
Noes, 34.—( Division List, No. 28.) 


Question put accordingly. 


When the Division was completed, Dr. 
Tanner, one of the Tellers for the Noes, 
was not in his place tor the announce- 
ment of the numbers. 


After a brief delay, 


Tue CHAIRMAN directed the other 
three Tellers to come to the Table and 
announce the result of the Division. 


The numbers were :—Ayes, 
Noes, 32.—(Division List, No. 29.) 


Thenext Vote, that of £530,262, tocom- 
plete the sum necessary for Public Educa- 
tion in Scotland, had just been put from 
the Chair, when 


Dr. TANNER hurriedly entered the 
House and, rising in his place amid cries 
of “Order” said: I wish to make a 
complete apology to you, Sir, and to the 
Committee. [ Ministerial cries of “Oh” 
and “/Order !”| I was simply speaking 
to Lord Arthur Hill outside the door. 
[Ministerial Cries of “Oh?’] This is 
the second time that this has occurred 
[laughter |, and if any hon. Member had 
taken the trouble——{Loud Cries of 


126; 





*Order!”] I am simply offering an 


Mr, Maurice Healy. 
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apology. If any one had taken the 
trouble to tell me, I should have got 
back in plenty of time, for I was only a 
few yards away. [Cries of “Oh” and 
“Order.”| During last Session hon, 
Members opposite sometimes took a 
longer time to go through the lobby than 
they do now. [Opposition Cheers. | 

Tue CHAIKMAN: I must inform 
the hon. Member that it is his duty, as 
a teller, to remain within the House after 
he has told the numbers, and not to go 
outside the House. [Cheers. | 
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At this point Mr. Arrnur O’Connor 
(Donegal, E.) took the Chair in place of 
Mr. J. W. Lowther. 


Mr. CALDWELL said, that in re- 
gard to Scotch education, the permanent 
officials practically controlled the Kduca- 
tion Department, and, therefore, the 
policy was little changed by a change of 
Governments. The Report issued this 
year, accordingly, was substantially a 
repetition of the Reports of previous 
years. The disadvantage of this was 
that the important occurrences of the 
year were not given that prominence to‘ 
which they were entitled. This year’s 
Report indicated a considerable increase 
in the attendance in the higher standards, 
Last year, for the first time in the 
history of Scotch education, a decline in 
the attendance was reported; but this 
year there had been an increase not only 
in the average attendance, but in those 
on the register. At the first flush, this 
would seem to be an improvement ; but, 
unfortunately, the Scotch Education 
Reports did not supply the material to 
show what the increased attendance was 
due to. There were a number of private 
secondary schools which, owing to the 
fierce competition of the heavily sub- 
sidised Board Schools, had been forced 
to close; and there was nothing in the 
Report of the Department to show that 
the increased attendance in the State- 
aided schools was not due to this cause. 
The Report simply gave the attendance 
in the State-aided schools, and gave no 
indication of what was going on in the 
non-State-aided schools. In the year 
1891 the increased average attendance 
was only 1-71 per cent. ; in 1893 the 
increase was 2 per cent.; und in 1894, 
2°69 per cent. This increase took place 
at a time when there was a considerable 
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amount of money given to the Board| School Boards to send in a return each 
schools and secondary schools in Scotland | year of the number of children who 
with a view to encouraging the attend-| came from non-State-aided schools. In 
ance. Between the ages of 13 and 14, the| this way they would know whether or 
increase in the children attending State-| not the attendance in State-aided schools 
aided schools was no less than 3,000, or | was raised in consequence of the decline 
10 per cent., though the increase for all | of other schools. There was no difficulty 
ages was only 3 per cent. This showed | in getting the information from the 
that children were simply being trans- schools themselves. In Glasgow they 
ferred from private schools to State-aided | found that every private school was 
schools. To get at the facts, the total| returned by the School Board, not in 
attendance in the State-aided and non- detail, but in the lump; and thus they 
State-aided schools in 1872, when Board | could tell not only the children attending 
Schools were established, must be com-| the Board and State-aided schools, but the 
pared with the same total for 1895.) children attending every school within 
The Scotch Education Department had the city. There was, moreover, sufficient 
simply been misleading the country for | statutory power for the School Board to 
years in their Annual Reports. In 1872] obtain this information. In Scotland 











the State-aided schools were only 50 per 
cent. of the total number of schools in 
Scotland. Now they were 90 cent. of 
the total. In 1872 the average attend- 
ance in the State-aided schools was 
212,000 ; now it was 567,000. But that 
improvement was more apparent than 
real. In 1872 there were 541,000 
children attending school in Scotland, as 
the School Board census of that date 
showed. Since then, the increase had 
been 140,000, so that there ought now 
to be 680,000 children attending school 
in Scotland. But what were the 
figures? There were, as a_ fact, 
only 693,000 in attendance. The 
result was that no more children 
attended the schools than they might 
naturally expect. But there was 
another item which had to be taken 
into consideration. What were the 
number of children now attending the 
non-State-aided schools in Scotland ? The 
Scotch Education Department would 
not find that out. For this reason, the 
number was not more than 50,000 or 
60,000 ; and, therefore, the increase 
had only been about 60,000 children 
during that time. He was anxious to 
get a census of all the children receiving 
education in Scotland, not merely in 
the State-aided schools but in the non- 
State-aided schools. It was possible 
that the increase of school attendance in 
State-aided schools was due to the fact 
that the private schools had been closed. 
When children came from another school, 
the School Board necessarily knew 
where they had come from; and it 
would be very simple for the Education 
Department to instruct the different 


the School Board had power to ascertain, 
not merely information about census 
and school accommodation, but whether 
or not the child was receiving beneficial 
education at some suitable school. But 
if there was any defect in the legisla- 
tion whereby facts of this kind could be 
ascertained, there would be no difficulty 
in passing a Bill giving power to ascer- 
tain the number of children. But the 
powers were ample enough at present, 
and it seemed to him that the Scotch 
Education Department did not want 
the information. If they had that infor- 
mation and put it in the Report, then 
they must eliminate altogether the 
column which misled them, and which 
made it appear that education in Scot- 
land had increased by 150 per cent., 
when in reality there was not more than 
an increase of 60,000 over the natural 
increase of population as compared with 
1872. Why should there be an attempt 
made to conceal facts? In the school 
supply also they found that Scotland 
had sufficient accommodation for 783,000 
children, while the average attendance 
was only 567,442. The Department 
attempted to justify the discrepancy by 
saying that there ought to be in Scotland 
no fewer than 824,000 children at school. 
How did the Department reach this 
result? In Scotland a child must 
attend school until it was able to pass 
the fifth standard. After the scholar 
had passed the age of fourteen, the 
compulsory powers were at an end. 
The Department considered that seven 
years was a suitable number for every 
child to attend school. Tf that be so, 





then there might be 100,000 scholars 
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more than at present on the register of 
State-aided schools. The attendance 
between the ages of five and twelve 
represented the highest point during any 
seven years in Scotland ; and the result 
of that attendance was that they 
had 676,000 children during the 
seven years’ period in Scotland. This 
left 617,000 children who should be at 
the State-aided schools. At present 
there were 699,000 on the school register 
of State-aided schools, and therefore 
they had far more on that register alone 
than the number of children for the 
whole seven years who were in existence 
in Scotland. Look at the educational 
results of this large attendance during 
practically an eight years’ curriculum. 
They would expect to see that every child 
had passed Standard VI. In Scotland 
instead of 80,000 children who had 
passed Standard VI., there were only 
15,000 ; and in the case of Standard VI. 
itself, where they should have had 
80,000, there were only 32,000. The 
result was that they found in Scotland 
the attendance was going up; but the 
attendance going up was not  indica- 
tive of educational success. On the 
the worse the school was, 


contrary, 
the higher its attendance would be. 
The School Boards got money for average 
attendance, and, in order to keep up the 
average attendance, Board schools had 
been known to keep scholars for two 
years at one standard when they might 


have passed it in one year. To check 
this abuse there ought to be a certain 
proportion between attendance and _ re- 
sults; but too much attention. was 
devoted to keeping up the number on 
the roll and the average attendance. 
This was done by keeping children back 
and forcing them needlessly to spend 
two years over one standard. A result 
of this policy was that the grant for a 
school could be increased by closing it 
rather than by keeping it open—by 
closing it, when, from any special cause, 
the attendance was below, and so bring 
down the average, so that in this way, a 
school open for only 40 weeks in a year 
might be made to show a better average 
than one open for 46 weeks in the year. 
The School Boards had come to know 
that they were paid by average attend- 
ance and to act on the knowledge. 
They therefore closed schools when the 
attendance fell off from the prevalence 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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of infectious disease or of unfavourable 
weather. A system of payment of this 
kind was clearly not a suitable one in 
the interests of education. The standard 
of instruction in Scotland was not a 
high one, and half-timers would pass 
examinations at the end of the year the 
same as full timers. In Glasgow 90 per 
cent. of the half-timers were able to pass, 
The Chief Inspector said there were 
plenty of scholars able to pas; a standard 
ina year and there ought to be addi- 
tional grants to encourage their doing so, 
Instead of doing this we paid extra 
grants practically for scholars who were 
kept longest in the standards. It was 
not in the interest of teachers to push 
children through the schools. The pro- 
vision of training colleges fequired fur- 
ther consideration. Pupil seachers who 
qualified to enter them were excluded for 
wantof accommodation for male students, 
and yet there were complaints of the 
lack of trained teachers. Evidently the 
Department had gone on the principle 
of keeping down the number and raising 
the salaries of trained teachers. The 
result was the supply was not equal to 
the demand, and anyone could get an 
appointment because there was no com- 
petition. The training colleges are 
denominational, but the cost of them 
was defrayed by the State and not a 
penny of it subscribed by the churches. 
There was clearly a necessity for State 
training colleges for teachers, who 
would certainly acquire religious know- 
ledge if they were required to give 
religious instruction, as they were by 
most of the School Boards. 

Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford E.) 
called attention to the fact that there 
were not 40 Members present. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. ArruHur 
O’Connor) requested Mr. Caldwell to 
proceed. 

Mr. CALDWELL continued that the 
lack of room in the training colleges for 
male students diminished the supply of 
male teachers as compared with that of 
female teachers, for whom the accommoda- 
tion in the colleges was not exhausted. 
He hoped denominational training col- 
leges would be done away with. He 
should be glad to have an intimation from 
the Government as to their methods of 
supplying teachers through the Univer- 
sities. The effect of the University 
education would be to improve the 
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status of the teachers. The question had 
been mooted, and he thought it was 
worth serious consideration, to what 
extent there should be training colleges 
in connection with the Universities. 
He believed that in Dundee they would 
be glad to have training colleges con- 
nected with the University of Dundee. 
At St. Andrew’s it was felt that there 
should be a training college in connection 
with the University. What was there 
to prevent their having a training 
college in connection with Glasgow 
University and thereby to also increase 
the staff of teachers. There might be a 
training college in connection with the 
University of Aberdeen. At Edinburgh 
there was a training college connected 
with the University. He wanted these 
training colleges conveniently situated 
in all the populous centres that the Uni- 
versities in Scotland might become educa- 
tional centres for the whole district 
within their sphere of influence. If a 
teacher was connected with a training 
college which was in direct communi- 
cation with a University he would have 
not only educational qualifications him- 
self, but he would be stimulated to encou- 


rage University subjects in the different 


schools. He hoped the Government 
would consider the desirability of having 
training colleges in connection with the 
different Universities and thereby do 
away with one evil in Scotland—insuffi- 
cient accommodation’ in the training 
colleges which were under different 
religious denominations. He _ noticed 
that £1,500 was to be given by way of 
special grant to Highland schools. The 
effect of this grant would be to reduce 
the local rates. Half of the money 
would go into the pockets of the land- 
lord and the other half would go to the 
deer forest tenants and the larger agri- 
cultural tenants. Under the pretence 
of relieving the crofters they would 
subsidise and relieve the landlords and the 
large tenants. Footpaths and roads were 
badly needed in the Highlands to enable 
children to attend school. Some of the 
schools were four miles distant from the 
dwellings of the larger proportion of the 
children. The latter, in order to earn the 
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were in danger of being drowned. Roads 
should be made for the children out of 
grant from the Imperial purse. But if 
the effect was to increase the local grant 
and subsidise the local rate the least the 
locality could do was to make roads to 
enable the children to attend school to 
earn the grant. He wished now to call 
attention to the fact that in one 
place an _ Episcopalian school was 
established where only one family 
besides that of the teacher was in con- 
nection with Episcopalian body. Yet 
the Scotch Education Department had 
placed this school on the annual grant 
list. Was this carrying out the clause 
of the Education Act for Scotland, 
which said that no school should be 
admitted to the annual grant list, after 
the passing of the Act, except where 
required for the religious needs of the 
people? Was there such a difference of 
religious belief between an Episcopalian 
and a Church of Scotland man? The 
disabilities of Roman Catholics were 
recognised by Statute, and the difference 
between their belief and that of 
Protestants was distinct. | Wherever in 
Scotland, or England, a school was 
desired in the interest of the Roman 
Catholic body it was admitted to the 
annual grant list on account of religious 
belief. It was said we had National 
Churches, that in England being 
Episcopalian and that in Scotland Presby- 
terian. But were they to be told that 
these Churches were diametrically 
opposed and essentially different in 
matters of religious belief, and that a 
man in Scotland must have a separate 
school on account of his religious belief ? 
Here was a nation subsidising two 
Churches of different religious _ belief, 
and therefore an Episcopalian coming to 
Scotland was not bound to go to the 
Board School where there was Presby- 
terian worship, but was entitled to claim 
a special school for his children, because, 
forsooth, his religious belief differed 
from that of the Church of Scotland. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether it was consistent with the Act of 
Union between England and Scotland 
that action should be taken by the Scotch 


school grant and attend school, had to go| Education Department which would tend 


over the braes and sometimes a stream of 
water coursed down, and if a mist came 


| 


| 


to establish Episcopacy in that country. 
In his view, this attempt to establish an 


over the hills and the children did not} Episcopalian school in Scotland was a 


know where these streams were they violation of the Act of Union. 
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the sake of one family the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department had entered into a 
conflict with the School Board. The 
latter had, in consequence, resigned three 
times, and on each occasion had been 
returned again by their constituents as a 
protest against the action of the Educa- 
tion Department. The result had been 
that the School Board had resigned for 
the fourth time, and now the parishes 
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light of what had recently taken place, 
Turning to the subject of secondary 
education in Scotland, he wished to point 
to the connection that existed between 
secondary education and _ elementary 
‘education in that country. The differ- 
ence between the educational systems of 
England and Scotland was, that in the 
former country education in the Board 
Schools was purely elementary, while in 





were left without a School Board, and | Scotland the parochial schools combined 
education had come to a deadlock in|elementary with secondary education. - 
consequence. He wished to ask the/It was necessary, therefore, to consider 
Lord Advocate whether it was worth|what was to be done in the way of 
while for the Education Department to|secondary education in elementary 
have come into collision with the School! schools in Scotland. His own opinion 
Board on such a point. Was such a/certainly was in favour ¢£ combining 
policy as that which was being pursued|elementary with secondary education. 
by the Scotch Education Board likely to| In Edinburgh, Glasgow and Aberdeen 
improve the system of education? ‘They |it might, perhaps, be advantageous to 
were merely keeping up a bone of con-| have separate secondary schools, but it 
tention, and certainly that was not a was different in the country districts, 
policy that would conduce to the inte-| because if the children had to go to sepa- 
rests of education. It was evidentthatthe | rate secondary educational schools, they 
people would continue to resist this| would have to travel a long way from 
action of the Board. He wished to|their homes. Therefore, if they were 
know what the Scotch Education Board | going to have secondary education in 
were going to do in the matter. The | Scotland at all, it must be carried on in ‘ 
people would not accept the policy of | connection with the various local ele- 


By adopting that 


the Department, and the School Board | mentary schools. 
would not act. The Scotch Education De- course elementary education would be 
partment were acting in opposition to the |made more efficient, and the scholars 
will of the people. What were the Scotch | would be brought up to a point that 
Education Department going to do in| would fit them to receive secondary edu- 


order to carry on the schools—were they | cation. He submitted these various 
going to send down an inspector to carry | points for the consideration of the Lord 
on the schools? This was a matter that | Advocate,and he hoped that he would give 
could not be hung up until the Estimates | such assurances on the subject as would 
came on next Session. He desired to} render it unnecessary-to go to a division 
emphasise the fact that this Episcopalian | on the Vote. 

school had been put upon the grant) *Mr. J. M. WHITE (Forfar) said he 


since the present Government came into | should like to refer to one point which 





oftice. The late Government had nothing 
to do with the matter. This, therefore, | 
was not a question involved by the Esti- 
mates of the late Government, because | 
the present Government were entirely | 


was complimentary to, and explanatory 
of, the question raised by the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down, the question 
of the non-State-aided schools being 
crushed out by the State-aided schools. 


responsible for the action which the| Under the existing schemes of the Scotch 
Scotch Education Department had taken. | Education Department the grant of 
The matter was in abeyance during the | £60,000 for Scotch secondary education 
time that the late Government were in| was being applied to a large extent to 
power, and it was only since the present | the relief of rates. ‘The non-State-aided- 
Government had come into office that | Schools were doing splendid work, under 
this action—which had disturbed the | great and growing financial difficulties. 
whole of the educational system of Scot-| It was a good thing however some of them 
land—had been taken. He thought | were not under the School Boards. If 
that he had shown sufficient reason why | the secondary education money did not 
the whole of the educational system of| go to the relief of rates it could greatly 
Scotland should be reconsidered by the help these non-State-aided Schools. In 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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rural districts a larger grant should be 
given for evening continuation schools 
than was given in populous centres. A 
class of six or eight young persons in a 
rural district might be attended by very 
valuable results, now that agricultural 
education was so desirable. At present 
all that could be earned by eight young 
people in a class lasting for an hour and 
a half was about two shillings a night, a 
sum quite inadequate to supply the needs 
“of this higher education. He trusted 
that this matter would be considered. 

Dr. CLARK asked for information 
respecting the special grant of £1,500 for 
schools in the Highlands and Islands. 
This was a matter upon which the Trea- 
sury ought to throw some light, and he 
regretted that the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury was not present. This grant was 
notspent. In 1893 only £750 was spent, 
but nevertheless, in 1894 the sum of | 
£1,500 was still asked for. In that | 
year only £194 was spent, and yet they | 
were now again asked to vote £1,500. 
The next item to which he wished to 
draw attention was the item of training 
colleges. He thought the time had come 
when this grant should cease. The 
Church of Scotland had now only 44 
schools in Scotland, and the Free Church 
had only 15, while the public schools 
numbered over 2,700. The denomina- 
tions that had the 44 schools and the 
15 schools respectively were getting all 
the money for the training of teachers. 
This ought not to be. On the subject of 
pensions for teachers he was in favour of 
the establishment of a system of retire- 
ment as a right in lieu of the present 
system of retirement as a matter of grace. 
Teachers ought to have some special right 
of appeal to the Education Department 
against dismissal. In a parish in Caith- 
ness there was a School Board of five 
members. The teacher did something 
which was brought to the notice of the 
Board, and by a majority of three to two 
they dismissed the teacher. The last 
point to which he wished to refer was 
the question of giving to Scotland a grant 
really equivalent to the grant under the 
Free Education Act of 10s. per child 
attending school in England. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
called attention to the importance of 
providing secondary education in the 
northern districts of Scotland. He 
pointed out also that, although an order 
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had been issued some time ago that the 
practice of children carrying peats to 
school should be discontinued, as late as 
within the last two or three months, in 
quite a number of schools in the outlying 
and remote parts of Scotland, the school- 
masters had insisted on each child bring- 
ing a peat to school every morning during 
the winter. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would take care that this 
order was regarded in the future. He 
urged the necessity of spending the money 
granted in a wiser way, for the benefit 
of the children and not for the benefit of 
the landlords, sporting tenants, and large 
farmers. He deprecated the granting of 
the large sum which was allowed to the 
inspectors and sub-inspectors for travel- 
lingexpenses, which averaged about three 
guineas a day a head, when a guinea a 
day would be much more like the amount 
which was required. The money that 
was wasted in this way was badly needed 
in the Highlands for schools, and if the 
right hon. Gentleman did not give him 
satisfactory assurance as to these ex- 
penses in the future, he should have to 
consider the advisability of moving at a 
later stage to reduce the Vote by £500. 
*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CuarLes Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities), in reply to the 
various points that had been raised, said, 
the first matter that was brought before 
the notice of the Committee by the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark touched the 
making-up of the statistics of scholars 
by the Department. That was a matter 
with which they were perfectly familiar. 
The complaint always came from the 
same source, but nothing had been done, 
and the reason was very simple. Un- 
doubtedly State-aided schools had got 
the advantage of a larger attendance 
because of the transfer of children from 
the private or adventure schools to the 
Board schools. But neither of the two 
factors necessary for the statistics sought 
by the hon. Gentleman could possibly be 
obtained. He (the Lord Advocate) 
asserted that neither for the attendance 
in 1872 in private schools, nor for the 
attendance from year to year since, in- 
cluding 1895, could they get any reliable 
statistics, and if they could not get reli- 
able figures they were far better without 
them. In reference to the accusation 
made by the hon. Member against Board 
schools, to the effect that they kept pupils 
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an undue time over certain standards, a 
conclusion the hon. Member said he had 
arrived at on an examination of the | 
statistics, he had only to say that was | 
not a suggestion to which, even if true, | 
he thought there was any objection. It | 
was, in his opinion, far more dangerous 
and disadvantageous, both to the children 
and to the State, that pupils should be 
rushed rapidly through the standards, | 
than that they should be kept in a 
standard even for two years. With 
reference to training colleges, the hon. 
Member proposed that there should be a 
big State-aided training college. State 
training colleges had been tried in 
“ngland and had failed, and therefore 
they had not the merit of setting a 
successful example to be imitated in Scot- 
land. Again, there were certain training 
colleges in Scotland, not confined to the 
Established Church, which had done and | 
were doing admirable work, and he did 
not believe the preponderating opinion 
in Scotland would be prepared to sacrifice 
the existing training colleges in order to 
make room for a State-aided college. 
That was not the line upon which the 
education of the teachers in Scotland 


had hitherto been dealt with, and he 
would remind hon. Members that, in the 
course of the past few years, especially 


in the Code of 1894-5, changes had 
been made with the view of filling up 
the gap which he admitted to exist in 
the supply of teachers by the training 
colleges, by bringing the Universities of 
Scotland into closer connection with the 
training of the teachers, and thus | 
giving them the opportunity which 
they desired. That plan was now} 
being tried, and let them see how it! 
would succeed, because, if it was success- | 
ful, he maintained that it was a far! 
better way of dealing with the question | 
than by creating a number of separate | 
organisations and institutions running 
side by side with the existing colleges 
and creating a large amount of unneces- , 
sary additional expense in upkeep and 
organisation. The present plan was | 
fully discussed in the last Parliament, 
and it ought to have a fair trial before 
it was brushed aside. The hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark and others had adverted 
to the question of schools in the High- 
lands and the grant that was given to 
them. Criticism was made of that grant 
of £1,500, and it was pointed out that 
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in one year only £700 or a little more 
was spent, it being asked why should 
£1,500 remain in the Estimate? But 
the year to which reference had been 
made was of an entirely exceptional 


| nature. 


Dr. CLARK: Last year there was 


‘only £191 spent, and the year before 


that £749. 

*ToE LORD ADVOCATE remarked, 
that it was the smaller of the two 
items he referred to. It was thought 
that the spending of the grant ought 
to await the collection of the poor 
rate and school rate, which were 
collected together, in order that the 
actual deficits should be ascertained, and 
the effect of that was to postpone the 
spending of the grant till the end of the 
financial year, and also to enable the 
Department to effect a very considerable 
saving. But he would remind the Com- 
mittee that it was still regarded by the 
Treasury as a temporary grant. It was 
found that one School Board after another 
was going into financial difficulty and 
ruin, and it was absolutely necessary, 
through the failure of some section of the 
ratepayers to pay their rates, that 
the financial distress ought to be tided 
over. Originally the grant was taken in 


‘the Estimates for £4,000, but it was 


cut down from time to time and was now 
only £1,500. It was thought right that 
it should remain this year at the same 
figure at which it stood last year, so as 
to leave a margin for contingencies ; but 
the Department knew as well as the 
Treasury that the grant was only tem- 
porary, and the sooner it was got rid of 
the better. He now came to the question 
of the School Board referred to by an 
hon. Member opposite. That was in it- 
self an extremely small question, but it 
was put forward in such a way as to 
make it look important. In the first place, 
the hon. Gentleman who drew attention 
to the subject, was wrong in a good 


‘many of his facts and entirely wrong in 


his law, albeit he had had a legal 
training. Further, he gave the Com- 
mittee the impression, quite wrongly, 
that it was a new thing in the practice 
of the Education Department for Scot- 
land that an Episcopal School should 
obtainagrantout of the rates. There were 
more than 70 Episcopal Schools receiving 
grants under Section 67 of the Act ot 
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1872. The hon. Member seemed to think 
that the only possible difference of reli- 
gion which would justify the Department | 
in admitting a school to the grant, was | inspectors for travelling expenses. 
the difference between the reformed | inspectors were not confined to a guinea 
religion and the Roman Catholic religion. | a night in this respect. They were en- 
The figure he had given showed con | titled over and above that to their actual 
clusively that that was not the practice | outlay out of pocket, and every item was 
of the Department. The grant might| properly vouched within 12 months. He 
be given to a school of this kind | desired to make a single remark on what 
if, in the opinion of the Department, such | the hon. Member for Forfar had said, in 
aschool wasrequired, having regard to the | complaint of the diversion of the £60,000 
religious belief of the parents. There| which, by Statute was appropriated to 
was an element of discretion in the|Secondary Education in Scotland, 
matter. Some years ago the Department. practically in relief of the rates. He 
came to the conclusion that this school| would remind the hon. Member that 
fulfilled the conditions of the statutory | Secondary Education, in its larger sense, 
code, but after a year or two the atten-| was not beyond the duties of a School 
dance fell off and the conditions were no} Board, and therefore, wherever there 
longer fulfilled. Sd long as they were) was a grant for Secondary Education it 
fulfilled it was the duty of the Depart-| might perfectly well operate in relief of 
ment to recognise the school. Complaint| the rates. Ifthe hon. Member had been 
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personally look into the matter. The 
hon. Member for Ross-shire had taken 
objection to the amount allowed to the 
The 


was made that this school being set up 
was drawing the children away from the 
Board School; but the school had no 
option in the matter, because, according 
to the Conscience Clause of the Education 
Act, a school receiving public money 
could not close it doors to any child. 


The later history of this school might be 


present he would have asked him to 
give him an instance of a case in which 
what he complained of had been done. 
He had no doubt that he would have been 
able to show him conclusively, either that 
his accusation against the School Board 
was utterly unfounded, or else that what 
had been done was no more than the 





disposed of in a sentence. After it 


natural or necessary operation of the 
ceased to fulfil the conditions of the grant, 


|grant. He thought he had now gone 
the grant was withdrawn, but the atten-| over all the points brought to his notice, 
dance again increased considerably, and | and he hoped the Vote would be taken. 
about a year ago the then Secretary for; Mr. DALZIEL called attention to 
Scotland was approached on the ground|the treatment of sub-inspectors and 
that the school again fulfilled the old| assistant inspectors, in the matter of 
conditions, and should be readmitted to| promotion. He was informed that sub- 
the grant. The attendance was such |inspectors had practically to discharge 
that the Secretary for Scotland did not | the same duties as the chief inspectors, 
think it right to refuse the grant, but|and he wished to know whether it was 
it was suspended for a time. The con-/ the case that they were not allowed the 
ditions however, had since been fulfilled,| promotion which, in ordinary circum- 
and all the Education Department had ‘stances, they ought to have when vacan- 
done was to recognise the fact. It was | cies occurred among the chief inspectors. 
true that the School Board in the dis-| Another point, which had given rise toa 
trict had resigned. Indeed, it was the | good deal of discussion in Scotland, was 
third time they had done so, and he was | the matter of books. It was a very hard 
now asked what the Department proposed | case that, when a man moved from one 
todo. The Department had been con-| parish to another, he should have to equip 
sidering which of the options they had|his children with a new set of books, 
under the Statute in such an event they | School books in the circumstances ought 
should exercise, and he could do no more | no longer to be charged for. 

at that time than say that the matter was| *THe LORD ADVOCATE said, that 
still under the consideration of the|the Department had always declined to 
Department. As to the question raised | lay down any absolute rule on the subject 
by the hon. Member for Caithness, with|of purchase of books. It was not a 
regard to the position of teachers, he | subject for a universal rule, but School 
could do no more than say that he should | Boards were informed that it was in 
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their power to provide school books in | Gentleman referred was the teacher’s own 
special circumstances such as had been family. The Lord Advocate had said 
alluded to. It would be a waste of the| that there were many other Episcopal 
rates to provide free school books where | schools in Scotland receiving the grant, 
there were no local circumstances making | and he had described them in terms 
such provision necessary or desirable., which might lead the Committee to 
With reference to the question of the believe that they were all in the same 
promotion of sub-inspectors, he had to) position as the school to which his hon. 
say that personally he had always been | Friend’s criticisms were directed. 
in favour of promotion within the staff,) *THe LORD ADVOCATE said, that 
but he thought that no rule ought to be| the object of his observations was to 
laid down on the subject, for there might | meet the argument of the hon. Member 
from time to time be cases in which it for Mid-Lanark, who, he understood, con- 
was desirable to appoint inspectors from | tended that it was wrong to give the 
outside the body of sub-inspectors. | grant to Episcopal schools, because they 
*Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- | were indistinguishable from Presbyterian 


friars) thought the reply of the Lord | 
Advocate on the subject of the Episcopal 
school referred to by the right hon. 
Member near him was inadequate. The | 
object of the Capitation Grant was to| 
assist education, but when the grant was 
given toa school under the circumstances | 
iletailed by his hon. Friend it would | 
appear that the money was going to be 
used for the purpose of proselytising the | 
childrenintheneighbourhood, which would | 
be a clear evasion of the objects of the | 
Act. The question for the Education | 


Department to consider was whether the 
school was required, having regard to the | 
religion of the people living in the 
neighbourhood. The grant in this case | 


schools in matters of doctrine. 

*Mr. PROVAND said, that there were 
74 Episcopal schools that received the 
grant, and that as they were attended 
by 14,000 scholars—200 to each 
school—they were, of course, entitled to 
receive the money. The case of the parti- 
cular school to which attention had been 
called was therefore very different. He 
also wished to call attention to Table 
No. 2 in the Return of the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department. One of the columns 
theregavethe total amount awarded outof 
Parliamentary grants, and the next gave 
the amount raised by promoters—that 
was by voluntary contributions—and by 
rates. He wanted to know why these 


was suspended when the late Govern-| two amounts were lumped together, and 
ment assumed office, but as soon as the; how much the voluntary contributions 


present Government returned to power |came to. It appeared to him that the 
they were immediately satisfied by some | sums were mixed up with the object of 
unknown means that the school had com-| making the Committee imagine there 
plied with the law, and they purposed | was a substantial sum raised by voluntary 
to resume the payment of the grant. | contributions, whereas his information 
*Tue LORD ADVOCATE: The grant | was that a very small sum indeed was 
was not suspended on the advent of the | raised in that way. 
late Government to office. *THE LORD ADVOCATE was sorry 
*Mr. PROVAND asked when it was|he could not give the information, but 
suspended. {The Lorp Apvocare : “ Last | if the hon. Member would communicate 
year.”| Then it was suspended last year, | with him he would endeavour, if possible, 
but as soon as the present Government | to procure it for him. 
came into office it was determined that; Mr. WEIR was not satisfied with the 
the grant should be again given. The | information vouchsafed in regard to the 
right hon. Gentleman had not disputed | travelling allowance of the inspectors 
. the statement of his hon. Friend that | and assistant-inspectors respectively, and 
there was only one Episcopalian family | therefore,asa protest against the excessive 
in the neighbourhood. expenditure of public money under this 
*Tue LORD ADVOCATE: There are | head, he moved to reduce the Vote by 
two at least, and there are a good many | £500. 
other parents who desire that their! Mr. T. M. HEALY thought the large 
children should attend this school. | sum allowed for travelling expenses must 
*Mr. PROVAND said, that one of the | be caused by the fact that the office was 
two families to which the right bon, |in London instead of in. Edinburgh. He 
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would suggest, as a means of checking} *TuHzr LORD ADVOCATE could only 
the expenses for travelling, that the office | Say that the attention of the Treasury 
in London, which cost £12,000, should | would be directed to the matter. 

be transferred to Scotland, where it would 

become racy of the soil. [Zaughter.] 
He saw nothing laughable in the sugges: | 
tion that the Scotch office should bein! [At this point, Mr. J. W. Lowrner 
the capital of Scotland. Perhaps the | returned to the Chair. | 

hon. Gentleman thought it should be i in| 
Madagascar. | Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what 
*THE LORD ADVOCATE said, that| advantage there was in having one 
so far as he was aware, the cost of inspec- | office in London and another in Edin- 
tion would not be any the less if the| burgh. Surely it would conduce to 
oftice were moved to Edinburgh. The | economy if there was one office either 
inspectors in the main communicated |in London or Scotland, and preferably 
their views by correspondence and report, i in Scotland. There was a great deal to 
and it was quite erroneous to suppose | be said in favour of having an office at 
they habitually started from London. | the seat of Government but what was 
The expense was in many cases caused | the necessity for « separate charge-———- 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


hy the cost of transit from places where 
transit was difficult. With reference to 


hon. Member not to press it. 


effected. There were six inspectors, who 
had their expenses commuted at £250 


per annum. He did not know whether | 
that paid them or not, but he presumed | 
proposed from the Chair it is not possible 


it was calculated on the average ex- 
penses. 


Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that 


the allowances to the 23 assistant-in- 
spectors worked out at £77 each, whereas 
six chief inspectors were allowed £250 
each. Would the Lord Advocate, then, 
still say that the result was due to the 
cost of transit? It was well known that 
the districts were very evenly divided, 
and it was evident, therefore, that, what- 
ever was the explanation of the differ- 
ence the Lord Advocate did not know it. 

Dr. CLARK said, the arrangement 
was an old one, and he did not think the 
present Government were to blame. The 


assistant-inspectors only got 10s. a day, | 
certain subjects the examination might 


the others got a guinea a day, but the 
half-dozen chief inspectors, under the 
old arrangement, got £250 each. This 
was a matter for the Treasury, and he 
would advise the Secretary to see that 
these six inspectors were placed in the 
same position as the other inspectors. 


Mr. WEIR said, that if the right hon. 


Gentleman would give him an assurance | 


that the arrangement of which he com- 
plained would ‘not occur again, he should 
be willing to withdraw the Amendment, 
but if not he could not withdraw. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I must point 


‘out to the hon. Gentleman that, as a 
the Amendment, he would appeal to the | 
A change | 
was under consideration in regard to | 
these allowances, but it had not yet been | 


Motion for the reduction of one item 
has been proposed from the Chair, it is not 
in order to go back to a previous item. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I understood 
that an Amendment withdrawn is totally 


| different to an Amendment negatived. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The rule of the 
House is that when a reduction has. been 


to go back to a previous item. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that if that 
was the ruling of the Chairman he 
would say a few words upon other topics. 
He desired to ask why, in the case of an 
institution which was largely provided 
by the State, some attempt was not 


'made to secure uniformity in the school 


books. He observed from the report of 
one inspector that in Scotland history 
was now made an _ optional subject. 
The inspector spoke of the meagre 
results obtained since the teaching of 
history had been made optional. Again, 
it appeared that while a child must 
necessarily be taught in English in 


take place in his native tongue. That 
was rather a severe test upon a pupil. 
He had read carefully the Blue Books 
upon Scottish education and he was 
bound to recognise the greater spirit of 
friendliness and sympathy shown by the 
inspectors, both with the great cause of 
education and with what “he might call 
local patriotism, than they were ac- 
customed to witness in Ireland. 

Mr. CALDWELI. rose to continue 


the discussion. 
| 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tur TREA- 
SURY : I beg to move that the question 
be now put. [Ministerial Cheers and 
Opposition cries of “ Oh, oh!” 

THECHAIRMAN withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that Question. 

Mr. CALDWELL: I was moving a 
reduction in the Vote. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
In my opinion the remarks of the hon. 
and learned Member for Louth merit 
some reply from the Lord Advocate. 
[Loud Opposition cheers. 

Mr. CALDWELL: On a point of 
order, Sir. I was speaking when the 
Closure was moved. .The Closure was 
not assented to; and I wish to know 
whether it is in order to call on the 
Lord Advocate to reply and to refuse to 
allow me to proceed with my speech ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I withheld my 
assent to the Motion for the Closure upon 
the ground I have just stated. If the 
hon. Member will not permit the Lord 
Advocate to reply I shall have to recon- 
sider my decision. [Ministerial cheers 
and Opposition laughter. | 

*The LORD ADVOCATE hoped the 
hon. and learned Member for Louth 
would not think him discourteous in not 
having risen to reply. But as to his 
point in regard to the teaching of Gaelic 
the hon. and learned Membér had rather 
overrated the facts of the case. Gaelic 
was not imposed as a test, but was 
allowed as a concession to enable those 


examination in the form where they 
would be at their best-—-namely, in 
their own vernacular. 

Mr. CALDWELL then moved that 
item A be reduced by a sum of £100 in 
order to emphasise the discussion. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I beg to move that the question 
be now put. | JMJinisterial cheers and 
Opposition cries of “Oh, oh.” | 

Mr. CALDWELL: Before the Closure 
was moved, Mr. Lowther, I had moved 
my Amendment. [‘‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: On a point of 
order, Mr. Lowther, I wish to ask 
whether it is in order for a Minister to 
speak to you in a tone that is inaudible 
to the House. [Opposition cheers. | 

Dr. TANNER : In a whisper. 

Mr. CALDWELL: May I submit, 
Mr. Lowther, that, as this matter has 
undergone discussion, we only ask for 
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the natural Division after a discussion? 
I meant to move the Amendment with- 
out a speech, and to take a Division in 
the usual way. 

THe CHAIRMAN: As the Com- 
mittee is aware, an hon. Member is 
entitled to move the Closure at any stage 
of a discussion. [Ministerial cheers. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: In a whisper? 
[Opposition cheers. | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121 ; 
Noes, 35.—(Division List, No. 30.) 


The Committee divided :;-—Ayes, 122 ; 
Noes, 30.—(Division List, No. 31.) 


On the Vote of £2,500, to complete 
the sum for the National Gallery of 
Scotland, 


*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydfil) moved to report Progress, 
pointing out that he had been promised 
by the Leader of the House an oppor- 
tunity to ventilate a question affecting 
the goldfields in Wales at a reasonable 
hour that evening. He appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to give him that 
opportunity now. The question was not 
only one of interest to Wales, but it 
was of national importance, especially 
when it was connected with the further 
question of giving employment to a large 
number of men in Wales during the 


|coming winter. 
whose language it was to undergo the | 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY said, it was quite true what the 
hon. Member had stated. He had pro- 
mised that he would give the hon. Mem- 
ber the opportunity, at an hour not 
‘unduly late, of completing the short 





| Debate begun on the subject of the 


| goldfields in Wales ; 
i he adhered. 
| Mr. DALZIEL said, with reference 


and to that promise 


‘to the general Motion, the right hon. 
Gentleman would remember that when 
he obtained the time of the House he 
was asked definitely whether it was his 


intention on Wednesday evenings to 
ask the House to sit much beyond the 
ordinary hour. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said it was not part of his inte ition, 
and he was sure that when the right 
hon. Gentleman gave a pledge he always 
tried to act up to it. The Committee 
had not made as much progress during 
the last hour or two as might have been 
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made—| Ministerial cheers|—if the Gov- 
ernment had accepted the offer made to 
them earlier in the evening. [Cries of 
“Obstruction!”] During a considerable 
portion of that night’s Debate not two 
Members were to be seen on the Minis- 
terial side of the House below the Gang- 
way. In view of the promise made by 
the right hon. Gentleman without any 
condition, when he obtained the full 
time of the House, that he would not 
keep the House sitting on a Wednesday 
beyond a reasonable time; in view of the 
progress that had been made in Supply ; 
in view of the fact that no Vote had 
been discussed beyond a reasonable length 
of time—{“ Oh, oh!”]—and that what 
discussion there had been was sustained 
equally by both sides of the House ; he 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
yield, and so facilitate their getting away 
for the holidays as soon as _ possible. 

*Mr. LOUGH thought that if the 
Leader of the House would — set 


aside those feelings which perhaps were 
not unnaturally engendered by recent 
incidents, he would recognise that his hon. 
Friend was well within the limits pre- 
scribed when the whole time of the House 


was taken. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would consider the amount 
of work done that day, he would 
adopt a different attitude. Some Votes 
had not been discussed at all, and others 
had been discussed briefly, and the work 
done justified the Opposition in pressing 
the Leader of the House to carry out his 
promise. 

Mr. TOMLINSON could not imagine 
what object hon. Members thought they 
would gain by prolonging the Session. 
No one could doubt that the House had 
submitted to a good deal of what could 
not be called by any other name than 
obstruction. In the last discussion 
Scotchmen had gone into the Lobby to 
Vote against——| C'ries of “ Order ! | 

Mr. CALDWELL rose to order, and 
asked whether the hon. Member was in 
order in making reflections upon the con- 
duct of Members in the last Division ! 

THe CHAIRMAN said, the hon. 
Member had better not continue that line 
of argument. It was better to avoid 
reflections upon the conduct of hon. 
Members. 

Mr. TOMLINSON said, the House 
and the public would understand what 
had happened, and would form their own 
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opinion of the proceedings of that night. 
He would suggest to hon. Members oppo- 
site that they would gain nothing by 
prolonging the Session. There had been 
ample time for anyone to say anything 
of importance. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY said, that hon. Members had 
alluded to what they appeared to think 
some kind of pledge he had given with 
regard to the length of sitting on Wednes- 
days. If hon. Members would carry 
their minds back to pledges given on 
similar occasions, they would agree with 
him that the proper interpretation, and 
the interpretation put upon them at the 
time was that while there would be every 
desire not to extend a Wednesday sitting 
much beyond six o’clock, nevertheless 
occasion might arise for an expansion of 
the sitting; the occasion in this case 
being the necessity for finishing the 
Debates on Supply within reasonable 
limits of time. On behalf of the Govern- 
ment he was glad to recognise the work 
that was done in the earlier portion of 
the sitting, but unfortunately about 
six o'clock a change came o’er the spirit 
of the dream, and since then the Debates 
had been more prolonged, and there had 
been developed an amount of heat which, 
for his part, he greatly regretted. Ifthe 
House would only set to work now in 
the spirit it manifested earlier they could 
rapidly finish the business it was desired 
to dispose of at that sitting. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that he cast 
no blame on the Leader of the House for 
the difliculty which had arisen; the 
Gentleman who was responsible for 
getting the Government intothisdifliculty 
had run away. They had a deputy 
Leader of the House; it was not the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, nor the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, but it was 
the right hon. Member for West Bir- 
mingham who intervened at a moment 
when the House was about to come to a 
reasonable understanding, and whose 
malign influence was responsible for the 
change that had occurred. The right 
hon. Gentleman, with a little nod, prac- 
tically gave them to understand that no 
approach to an arrangement was pos- 
sible. The terms of the pledge given 
by the Leader of the House was that it 
was not desired to sit much beyond 
six o'clock “except under stress of 
circumstances.”  [Jinisterial cheers. | 
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Memo for new Members: “ Never cheer 
too soon”—[laughter|—“ except under 
stress of circumstances very unlikely to 
arise.” What was the stress of such 
circumstances that had arisen? Was the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham 
one of them? At six o’clock that night 
they were told there were Votes about 
which an exception was made, and 
that there was a formal treaty with 
some right hon. Gentleman. When 
common Members were to be asked 
to sit up late, there was always a 
bargain between the two front Benches. 
The Votes for the British Protectorate 


in Uganda was not to be discussed after | 
midnight because the Member for West | 


Birmingham wanted to speak and to be | 
reported. This unfair discrimination in | 
taking and forcing on Votes was bound | 
to give rise to some want of apprecia- | 
tion. If the bargain had been made} 
across the table of the House, the | 
Nationalist Members would have ac-| 
cepted it. But there ought not to be| 
both daylight and nightlight discussions. | 
The Nationalist Members had not been 
treated in a spirit corresponding with | 
the one they showed last night. There 
was no desire on their part to prolong | 
the Sitting or the Vote. He hoped the) 
Leader of the House would see his way 
to meet them in their desires. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- | 


SURY said, he desired to explain at 
once that for everything that had) 
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ought not to say when he told the Com- 
mittee that these Votes were postponed 
in deference to the opinion of hon, 
Members of the Opposition, who were 
under the impression that if that course 
were taken there would be no difficulty 
in obtaining the rest of the Civil Service 
Estimates. He was not making this 
statement as any charge against those 
hon. Members. They made a miscalcula- 
tion, and that wasall. [‘ Hear, hear! ”| 
*Mr. PROVAND appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to consent to 
the postponement of the Votes relating 
to the Post Office, the mail contracts, 
and the telegraphs. 

Mr. E. J.C. MORTON (Devonport) 
| pointed out to the right hon. Gentleman 
| that he himself had admitted that up to 
6 o'clock they had made fair progress. 
| They had at that time passed ten Votes, 
and they had passed nin» since that 
hour. Did not the right hon. Gentle. 
man think that that was good pro 
| for them to have made? [‘ Flear, hear!” 

Mr. DALZIEL said that there h 





| been a general understanding among 
| the Members of the Opposition that the 
| Post Office Votes would be 


postponed. 
| He asked whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not now recognise that the 
| West Highland Railway Vote involved 
/contentious matter. He hoped that 
some satisfactory arrangement might be 
| arrived at. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


occurred that night in connection with | \SURY said that he did not know that 
the leadership of that House, he alone | the postponement of the Post Office 
was responsible. If mistakes had been | Votes would be an arrangement that 
made, they had been his mistakes. The | would militate against the ultimate dis- 
decisions of the Leader of the House | posal of Supply. If the West Highland 
were not always easy to be arrived at, | Railway was shown to be a contentious 


and he did not pretend to be infallible. 
At all events, what had been done had 
been done by himself, and upon his head 
alone must rest any blame which any 
hon. Member in the House thought | 
ought to be bestowed upon those respon- 
sible for its management. The hon. 
Gentleman appeared to think that the 
postponement of the Uganda Vote and 
one or two others connected 
diplomacy and the Colonies had some- 
thing to do with the convenience of | 
right hon. Gentlemen on that Bench. 
He could assure him that that suspicion, | 
however natural, had absolutely no 
foundation whatever. [ Hear, hear! ”) | 
He was not saying anything that he 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


matter, the Government would not press 
it, but ‘they could hardly believe that it 
was contentious. The hon. Member 
would have an opportunity of showing 
that it was contentious to demonstration 
by dividing against it, and, if hostility 
was made manifest, the responsibility 
would rest upon others than the Govern- 
ment. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 





with | 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


| Dr. CLARK asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman would consider the 
| advisability of continuing next year the 
grant of £1, 000 for the National Gallery 
. Scotland. Tf it was not continued 
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the Scotch Gallery would suffer severely, 
and a check would be given to the pro- 
s of artin Edinburgh. The Irish would 
receive £1,000 for their National Gallery, 
and for the English National Gallery 
asum of £5,000 was to be given. Scot- 
land ought certainly to be placed in 
respect of this matter in as favourable 
a position as Ireland. He hoped, there- 
fore, that the Treasury would consent 
to ensure the continuity of this grant. 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY thought it would probably be 
desirable to continue the grant next 
year. He would confer with the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on the subject 
before the Estimates for next year were 
prepared. 

*Mr. PROVAND asked the Govern- 
ment to require an account of the grant of 
public money entrusted to the Board of 
Manufacturersin Edinburgh. He wanted 
to know what they did with the money. 

*Tue LORD ADVOCATE promised 
to inquire into the matter. His impres- 
sion was that it was not the practice of 
the Board of Manufacturers to supply 
a detailed account of their expenditure. 
The members of the Board were all dis- 
tinguished men and were all very care- 
fully selected, and the results achieved 
by their efforts were matters of public 
knowledge. There might, he thought, 
be difficulties in the way of the prepara- 
tion of anything like an exact account. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £38,200 to complete the sum 
for British Protectorates in Uganda and 
Central Africa—agreed to. 


Vote of £59,372 to complete the sum 
for Colonial Services, including South 
Africa—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £1,000 to complete the 
sum for Cyprus (grant in aid), 


Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) said, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, in answering 
the question which he had put to him 
about the absence of the Report from 
Cyprus, replied that he well knew that 
the Report of Cyprus was two months 
overdue, but it was because the Chief 
Secretary’s office in Cyprus had not been 
supplied with the assistance which the 
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right hon. Gentleman thought it ought 
to have had, owing to the fact that it 
was necessary to cut down the expenses 
of Cyprus as low as possible. It amounted 
to this, that the expenses of Cyprus 
would not stand one or two extra clerks 
at a salary of £150 or £200 a year each. 
The island of Cyprus was paying out of 
its resources nearly one half of the 
whole of its revenue, and, according to 
the Turkish Convention of the 4th June, 
which assigned Cyprus to England, it 
was agreed that England would pay to 
the Porte whatever was the excess of 
revenue over expenditure. The surplus 
revenue took a very long time to settle ; 
negotiations were begun in 1878, and in 
1880 the Porte made default in the 
Turkish loan of 1855 guaranteed jointly 
by England and France. The amount 
of interest on that loan, so far as it 
affected the tribute supplied by Cyprus, 
was £81,000 odd. England was the 
paymaster in regard to the 1855 loan, 
and, should there be any default on the 
part of Turkey, each guarantor paid its 
quota, but England paid in the first 
place and then rendered an account, not 
only to herself, but to France. For 
some time after Turkey made default, 
France had to pay a certain amount 
towards her guarantee, but in 1880 
England seized the revenues of the 
island of Cyprus and devoted them to 
the payment of the guarantee. This 
sum thus seized, amounting to nearly 
£93,000, had never gone into the hands 
of Turkey at all, and the consequence 
was that France and England had the 
whole of their guarantees satisfied, 
amounting to £41,000 odd each. The 
Government of Cyprus almost every 
year told us that they were short of 
money, and yet we continued to exact 
this tribute. He desired to recall to the 
right hon. Gentleman the following 
words he used the other day regarding 
a larger and more important place than 
Cyprus :— 

“T regard many of our colonies as being in 
the condition of undeveloped estates, which can 
never be developed without Imperial assistance.” 


He would point out that Cyprus was an 
undeveloped estate ; and, as the ex- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said, 
a very heavily mortgaged one, and he 
hoped some arrangement might be come 
to by which Cyprus might be relieved 
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of this ruinous burden. When Lord 
Wolseley took possession of the island 
he used these words :— 


Supply. 


“Her Majesty commands me to assure the 
inhabitants of Cyprus that she is warmly in- 
terested in their happiness; that she proposes 
to order the acceptance of such measures as may 
be deemed most suitable for the advancement 
and development of the commerce and the agri- 
culture of the country, and give to the people 
the benefits of freedom, justice, and security, 
and that no measure will be neglected con- 


tributing to the moral and material progress of | 


the welfare of the people.” 


We had undertaken to _ contribute 
to the moral and material progress 
of the people of Cyprus, and he 
would be glad to hear what had been 
done in that direction. We had taken 
out of the island nearly half of the whole 
revenue, and we had allowed the Cypriotes 
to spend £10,000 a year on their public 
works. It wassaid when Cyprus was taken 
over that it was going to be a place 
@armes ; but there were only a few 
caretakers in the barracks there now. 
If that intention had been carried out, 
Cyprus might have been able to bear 
this enormous taxation, because there 
would have been a large expenditure of 
Imperial money on the island. As it 
was, we were simply squeezing money 
out of the island in order to satisfy the 
indebtedness of this country and of 
France. 

Dr. CLARK said, he understood the 
agreement made with the Leader of the 
House was that 18 Votes were to be 
taken without discussion at this stage. 
3ut if hon. Gentlemen did not agree to 
the understanding, they on that side 
would exercise their right of raising 
points in Committee too. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES, Mr Josepu CHAMBER- 
LAIN (Birmingham, W.): In answer te 
what has just been said, the agreement, 
as I understood it, exists between the 
Leader of the House and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, and does not preclude my 
hon. Friend from raising a question in 
which he has taken a great interest and 
is a competent authority. At the same 
time Iam grateful to him for putting 
his points very clearly and very suc- 
cinctly, and I do not think the discussion 
which will follow need be prolonged to 
any great extent. In answer to my 
hon. Friend, I would say that he has 


Mr. Pierpoint. 
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raised some very interesting questions 
in regard to our occupation of Cyprus, 
and I am in the position of a perfectly 
impartial person, because I am_ not 
answerable either for the original occu- 
pation of Cyprus or for anything done 
since in connection with our tenure of 
that island. He has referred to the 
separate interests of Cyprus, of England, 
and of France. Although I do not wish to 
commit myself to every word my hon, 
Friend has spoken, yet in principle I do 
not disagree with him. The bargain has 
been, on the whole, an extremely good 
one for France. It has not been so good 
for us, and my hon. Friend appears to 
think it has been a very bad one for 
Cyprus. It has been a good bargain for 
France, because it is perfectly true, as 


|my hon. Friend says, that France, having 


guaranteed a loan upon which the Turks 
had defaulted, has found that we have 
stepped in and have secured the payment 
of interest upon the loan by means of 
the Cyprus tribute and other securities, 
so that France has not been called upon 
to meet a single penny of her liabilities, 
It is true that technically we also have 
gained to the same extent, because we 
also have not been called upon to pay a 
single penny of this direct liability upon 
the Turkish loan; but, on the other 
hand, we have heen called upon indirectly 
to meet every deficiency in the expendi- 
ture upon Cyprus, and of course might 
just as well have paid the money on the 
Turkish Loan. That is the state of 
things, and successive Governments, 
acting under the advice of the law 
officers, have held that we have no 
alternative. France has profited, and we 
may congratulate her upon the advantage 
which she has obtained, but we cannot 
dispute her right, and under these cir- 
cumstances we must simply accept the 
situation. Then I have stated inci- 
dentally what is the position of England. 
England, although she has not been 
called upon to pay her full liability under 
the Turkish Loan, has been called upon 
to pay a considerable portion of it in 
the shape of the grant to Cyprus. The 
position of Cyprus is not exactly as 
stated by my hon. Friend. We have to 
deal with the condition of Cyprus as we 
found it when the occupation was first 
commenced. At that time Cyprus was 
paying a tribute. It was paying the 
whole of its surplus revenue. We agreed 
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that that surplus revenue should con- 
tinue to be paid to Turkey and that it 
should be estimated upon the average of 
the previous five years. Accordingly 
a sum of £87,000 was determined as 
the actual amount, and £5,000 was 
added in order to do away with an 
anomaly which previously existed. 
Altogether we owe Turkey, on beha:f of 
Cyprus, a sum of £92,000 a year, but by 
arrangement, instead of paying it to 
Turkey, we pay it by way of interest on 
a loan negotiated by Turkey. I do not 
think that Cypriotes have suffered. If 
we had never assumed our present posi- 
tion they would still have had the same 
sum to pay. Then comes the last ques- 
tion of my hon. Friend. Has Cyprus 
benefited, as it ought to have benefited, 
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think, as far as we know at present, 
almost entirely agricultural, and what 
appears to be wanting at present is good 
roads and a system of irrigation, 
and the means of Cyprus will not 
admit of providing either good roads 
or successful irrigation works. That pre- 
sents exactly the problem which I wish 
the House to keep in mind, and all 
I can say is that it is receiving my 
most careful attention, and I hope that 
by the assistance of the Imperial Govern- 
ment in making these improvements in 
the country, we can secure a satisfactory 
return, which will, in the first place, 
make the British taxpayer secure, and, 
in the second place, develop the resources 
of Cyprus. If that should be so, I shall 
certainly come down to this House and 


by our occupation? I think that when | ask them to make the necessary arrange- 
the Government of a country has been |ments. [‘ Hear, hear !” 

transferred from the Government off Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR 
Turkey to a Government like that of |(Donegal, E.) observed that the right 
Great Britain, we may flatter ourselves | hon. Gentleman truly said that he was 
that some improvement has taken place.| not in any way responsible for the 
[“ Hear, hear !”} But I have looked into | arrangements which existed between this 
the matter, and I have come to the con-|country and France with regard to 
clusion that Cyprus has undoubtedly | Cyprus ; but, after all, in the matter of 
benefited in many ways, and that any | Cyprus the persons most concerned were 





impartial Cypriote would prefer to remain | the inhabitants, and the right hon. Gen- 
under British rule rather than go back | tleman seemed to have satisfied himself 


to Turkey. I agree, however, that we | that the inhabitants had been benefited 
have not done all we could do, or, I will | by the change. He would ask the right 
say it frankly, all we ought to do. | hon. Gentleman whether he had studied 
[“ Hear, hear !”| This is one of the cases the statements made by the deputation 
Thad in my mind when I expressed the of Cypriotes who came over to this 
other day an opinion as to the general | country some years ago. If he had he 
principles which ought to influence! would find that there were people in 
English administrators when dealing Cyprus who would hail with gratitude a 
with colonies of this kind. I think the/return to Turkish rule. In Turkish 
principle undoubtedly applies in this|times no such revenue was raised as 
case, and I have been making inquiries | was now raised. How many families had 
in what way the resources of Cyprus beensold up inCyprus by the British Gov- 
could be developed. I think also my ernment for taxes? Some years ago he 
right hon. Friend the Chancellor of the | obtained a return showing the number of 
Exchequer has been making inquiries on | homes that had been sold upattheinstance 
his part in regard to this tribute to see| the British fiscal officials in Cyprus. 
whether it cannot be possible to lessen That was a very good test of the pros- 
the burden in some way or other by, perity of the country. There was a 


perhaps, an alteration in the loan; but 
that is a very difficult and complicated | 
question, involving international com- | 


great test of the prosperity of a country. 
When they found a population dwindling 
and money growing scarce, they might 


plications, and I have no right to speak | be sure that something was wrong in 
on it at the present moment. As regards | the administration. The population of 
other matters, I have had the advantage |Cyprus was smaller now than when it 
of seeing the Governor of Cyprus, who|was first occupied, and the drain of 
happens to be in this country, as to the; money had been so great that some of 
possibilities of developing the national | the taxes were now being paid in kind, 
resources of the country. They are, I a not in coin. There were fewer men 
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in the island, and less money. It was; Vote of £18,697, Repayment to the 


not the only island in the world which | Local Loans Fund—agreed to. 


had suffered from the same kind of thing. 
[‘‘Hear, hear!”] He, of course, acquitted | 


Vote of £1,052, Repayments to the 


the present Colonial Secretary of re-| Civil Contingencies Fund—agreed to. 


sponsibility for this, and from the words 
which the right hon. Gentleman had) 
uttered he felt sure that he desired to do | 
what he could to benefit Cyprus. He! 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman | 


would not trust the official reports from | ¢,, 


the time of Lord Wolseley’s administra- | 
tion downwards. Those reports were all | 


le i t disclose the | 
couleur de rose, and did not disclose th | eon Sow 


real condition of the people. | 
Sr G. BADEN-POWELL (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) reminded his right hon. 
Friend that Cyprus had no satisfactory 
port, and suggested that the construction 
of a commercial and naval port at 
Famagusta, or at another convenient 
place, would be one of the best means of 
improving the condition of the island. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £140, to complete the sum for 
Slave Trade Services—agreed to. 





Vote of £28,100, to complete the sum 
for Subsidies to Telegraph Companies— 
agreed to. 


Crass IV. 


Vote of £253,841, to complete the sum 
for Superannuations and Retired Allow- 
ances—agreed to. 


Vote of £3,900, to complete the sum 
for Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions 
—agreed to. 


Vote of £27,154, Trustee Savings 
Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiency 
—agreed to. 

Vote of £651, to complete the sum 
for Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances, Great Britain—agreed to 


Ciass VII. 


Vote of £22,000, to complete the sum 
for Highlands and Islands of Scotland | 
(Public Works and Communications)— 
agreed to. 





Mr. Arthur O'Connor. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Vote of £644,365, to complete the sum 
r Customs—agreed to. 

Vote of £1,368,047, to complete the 
Inland Revenue—agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


= 


SUPPLY [26rx AUGUST] REPORT. 


Order read, for Further Consideration 
of Postponed Resolution— 


12. “That a sum, not exceeding £11,473, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1896, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and of the 
Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrol- 
ments.”’ 


*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN, 
appealing to the Speaker, asked whether, 
having regard to the promise made 
yesterday by the Leader of the House 
that he should have an opportunity of 
bringing the subject of the mining 
royalties in the Welsh gold mines before 
the House at a reasonable hour, and to 
his having been informed by the Whips 
that it would be reached by dinner time, 
the hour of Midnight was a proper time 
to expect him to go into a question of 
great importance—— 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): If the hon. Member 
desires to postpone it, it shall be post- 
poned. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN said, 
he would have it postponed if there was 
a distinct understanding that a time 
would be fixed. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER: Of course I cannot do 
that. 
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*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN then 
asked the Leader of the House when he 
would have an opportunity of bringing 
it forward. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I would advise the hon. Gentle- 
man to take it now. 

*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN, com- 
plaining that he had not been treated 
fairly, proceeded to state his grievance. 
In 1884, now 11 years ago, he went to 
Wales, taking a considerable sum of 
money in his pocket, and, having pur- 
chased freehold land, worked there for 
three years with the object of starting 
the gold-digging industry. During the 
whole time the Government knew what 
he was doing. They did not interfere 
with him in any way, but, after he had 
expended a large sum of money, they 
came down by their officials and levied 
an enormous tax upon him. He fought 
the question with the Crown in the 
Courts of Law. The Crown brought an 
array of legal talent against him, and 
what he had to say was that, this being 
abond fide dispute between the Crown 
and himself with regard to ancient law 
that had not been considered for 300 
years, the Government of the day ought 
never to have asked him for costs. The 
then Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
right hon. Member for St. George’s, 
Hanover Square, promised the House 
that the costs would not be asked for 
until after the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Mining Royalties had recom- 
mended what should be done with regard 
to this particular subject. But on the 
very day Parliament was dissolved in 
1892, and before that Report was printed, 

‘the right hon. Gentleman issued execu- 
tion against him and forced him to pay 
the costs in breach of the undertaking 
that had been given. Again, the Com- 
mittee reported that the royalties charged 
and which had been reduced to one per 
cent. were fair, but the Crown immedi- 
ately after raised them again. That was 
not treating an industry in the manner 
in which it ought to be treated, espe- 
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cially when they had professions from 
right hon. Gentlemen sitting on the 
Treasury Bench (and belonging to both 
Parties) of a desire to give employment 
to labour in every conceivable way. 
They knew very well that the last Elec- 
tion was fought on the promise of giving 
the working men of this country full 
cupboards and plenty of work, and at 
any rate this Government, having made 
so many professions, ought at least to 
consider the matter in a fair and liberal 
spirit. Most of these mines were con- 
tained in the waste lands of the Crown 
in Wales. They were of no value, and 
even for grazing purposes would not 
keep a rabbit per square mile. They 
were barren hills for the most part, con- 
taining all sorts of precious metals, diffi- 
cult to find and when found difficult to 
treat. For 17 years previous to his 
going down to Wales the Crown received 
the enormous revenue of 11d. per annum 
from these mines, but up to the time 
when he had obtained £88,000 worth of 
gold the Government had received in 
fees and royalties nearly £8,000, or 
equal to 10 per cent. of the product. 
He contended that royalties, and espe- 
cially those upon Crown lands, should be 
paid upon the basis of profits and not 
upon the basis of produce. In these 
metalliferous mines they had to carry on 
two distinct businesses ; namely, that of 
mining, and then a metalliferous process 
for the purpose of extracting the metals 
from the ores. The right hon. Member 
for Cambridge University, in an inter- 
view he had with the right hon. Gentle- 
man when he was Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, said he was of opinion that the 
royalties ought to be charged on the 
basis of profits, adding that that was 
his unofficial and consequently honest 
opinion of the matter. Those who 
worked the mines had to make their own 
roads, they had to be at considerable 
expense to obtain postal and telegraphic 
communication, after opening up the 
mines they obtained ore which was not 
of sufficient value to pay for its removal, 
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and as a consequence they had to 
expend enormous sums of money in 
the erection of machinery for the 
purpose of treating it on the spot. 
Her Majesty’s Government would make 
no allowance for that enormous expendi- 
ture, but they took 1-15th of the pro- 
duce of the mine. In Australia, assist- 
ance was given the miner, but here the 
object of the Woods and Forests Office 
was to wring from the miner the last 
farthing they could get. He asked that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
have a fixed rule, and say he would 
charge so much per cent. on all mines. 
In 1888, when gold was first discovered, 
the landowners in Merionethshire wrote 
to the Woods and Forests seeking leases. 
Leases were sent to them, but the usual 
conditions struck out. 
These leases were granted indiscrimi- 
nately for thirty years, at £1 a year. He 
asked the Government to take steps to 
compel these leases to be surrendered, if 
the landlords would not work the 
mines. At present, the landlords would 
not work the mines themselves, nor 
allow anybody else to work them. That 
was unjust to the State. If one mine 
could pay the State £8,000 in a short 
time, surely the others could do so in 
like manner. If those mines which were 
now lying idle were worked, the State 
would derive a direct benefit from them 
in the way of royalties, fees and charges, 
and an indirect benefit through the em- 
ployment of the labour 6f the districts. 
Legislation was necessary to carry the 
contemplated mining schemes 1) t« effect, 
but meantime he trusted the right hon. 
Gentleman would establish uniformity in 
royalties, and reduce royalties to the 
lowest possible amount. He trusted, 
further, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would do something for Scotland and 
Treland. In 1888, he announced that 
Wales would prove a payable gold-field. 
That statement had been amply verified. 
They had taken a ton of gold from one 
vein, and were working a new vein now. 
There was an area of 40 square miles in 


Mr. Pritchard Morgan. 


working were 
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Merionethshire, all of which was aurife- 
rous, containing an enormous number of 
veins running parallel with each other 
through the country. He knew there 
was plenty of gold in Scotland, which 
was locked up and not allowed to be 
worked by the Duke of Sutherland, 
There was also gold in Ireland, and even 
in England there was a_ possibility of 
getting gold ; and, having regard to the 
necessity which existed for the develop- 
ment of our own revenues, he trusted 
the right hon. Gentleman, now that he 
had been convinced by the Office of 
Woods and Forests that Wales was 
proving a permanent paying gold-field, 
would remove all the barriers to the 
working of the gold - fields of the 
kingdom. 

Tur CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER said, the hon. Member had 
imported into his speech charges against 
the First Lord of the Admiralty when he 
was Chancellor of the Exchequer. As to 
these, he could only say that, if the hon. 
Member intended to make them, he ought 
to have given notice to the right hon. 
Gentleman. The hon. Member asked, in 
the first place, that, if possible, persons who 
held leases with working conditions should 
becompelled by law eitherto surrenderthe 
leases or to work the mines themselves. 
It was not in his power to revoke the 
leases that had been granted without 
working conditions, or to compel persons 
to work mines if such conditions had 
been granted. He promised, however, 
to examine the question, and do what 
he could consistently with the law and 
the rights of individuals. If such leases 
had been granted it was a mistake. 
The hon. Member had admitted that. 
those leases were no longer granted by 
the Department of Woods and Forests, 
and, therefore, a difficulty could not 
arise with regard to future leases. The 
hon. Member asked that the royalty 
should be made uniform. He had told 
the hon. Member, in reply to a question 
and also in an interview, that he would 
carefully examine this matter, and would 
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from gentlemen who would be able to 
form a judgment as to the possibility 
of future mining prospects in Wales. 
If he came to the conclusion by such an 
inquiry that the amount of royalties 
charged really interfered with the 
development of this industry, he would 
take care to remedy the grievance. 
(Hear, hear!”] He could not say more 
than that. At present he had no 
evidence before him, except the state- 
ment of the hon. Member that the 
amount of royalties did interfere with 
the industry. Within the last few 
months a very considerable number of 
leases had been granted, and some, he 
believed, to the hon. Member himself, at 
6 per cent. This was some primd facie 
evidence that responsible persons were 
willing to take those leases and to work 
mines at the royalties already demanded. 
*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN said 
they had no alternative. They had to 
take the leases or leave them, and the 
only opportunity they had was to take a 
lease and then to apply for a reduction. 
[ Laughter. | 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER said, that where different 
leases were held by persons who desired 
to work the produce arising from them 
at the same mills, there should be 
uniformity of royalty, and he would 
undertake, on behalf of the Woods and 
Forests Department, that any case 
brought before him would be dealt with 
in order to secure that uniformity. He 
was as anxious as any hon. Member 
that what he believed might become a 
paying industry in Wales should be 
developed as far as the Department of 
Woods and Forests was concerned. He 
would look carefully into the matter. 
It was a most difficult and complicated 
question on account of the water rights, 
and on account of the fact that the 
minerals were sought to be taken not 
only from waste land belonging to the 
Crown, but from land belonging to 
private owners. 

Dr. CLARK said, that royalties might 
be charged on net results, and not on 
gross results. When aman was working 
big bodies of ore, yielding only three 
pennyweights of gold per ton, he could 
not pay royalty at all; he could only do 
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consult not only his advisers in the, 
Department of Woods and Forests, but 
would take also independent opinion | 
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so when he came to what were called 
pay-shoots, There was a class of ores 
which were not free milling; this was 
gold associated with other metals, and 
the ore had to go through a very expen- 
sive process, which made the cost of it 
very great. There was no desire that 
the Crown should not get a fair royalty. 
Scotland could complain of a very much 
greater grievance than Wales, because in 
Scotland a royalty of 10 per cent. was 
enacted under an Act of the fourteenth 
or fifteenth century. In Sutherland and 
Caithness, as in Wales, there were valu- 
able mineral lodes, and in the streams 
could be seen any amount of alluvium 
coming from them. Five or six years 
ago they were explained by Sir D. 


Cameron, the present Master of the 


Mint of Sydney, and he found lodes that 
would furnish very fair working ; but 
they could not be worked because of the 
conditions. The Crown demanded 
10 per cent. ; and he did not know how 
much the Duke demanded ; but together 
the royalties prevented the working of 
poor lodes which yielded three or four 
pennyweights to the ton. On another 
matter he wished to put a question to 
the Government. There were some lands 
in the North of Scotland belonging to 
the Department of Woods and Forests 
which had been let for some time to a 
number of large pluralist farmers, who 
had a dozen or twenty farms, These 
lands had now been scheduled by the 
Royal Commission, which was unanimous 
in scheduling Crown Lands. He wanted 
to know if the Government would carry 
out the intention of the late Government 
and take these Crown Lands away from 
the pluralist farmers where there were no 
leases, and apply the land to increase 
inadequate holdings and form new 
holdings 4 


On the Report of the Vote for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Lord 
Advocate’s Department and other law 
charges, 


Mr. DALZIEL asked the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he still adhered 
to his statement of a few days ago that 
the Law Officers for Scotland would be 
on the same terms as the English Law 
Officers with regard to private practice, 
and, if so, whether a Minute. would be 
presented on the subject? 
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Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER replied. He said, the posi- 
tion of the Law Officers for Scotland and 
England was governed by a Minute 
which the late Government laid on the 
Table about a year ago. That Minute 
provided that the Lord Advocate for 
Scotland should be always in London 
during the Session, and the Solicitor- 
General when his official duties made 
his presence in London desirable. With 
regard to both it was provided that they 
might take such business on behalf of 
private clients as might be consistent 
with the proper discharge of their public 
duties. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, in that case -he 
was to understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
was in error in stating that the Scotch 
Law Officers were prohibited from taking 
private practice. 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER said, that the Scotch Law 
Officers were entitled to continue their 
private practice. 

Mr. WEIR objected to Procurators 
Fiscal in Scotland being engaged as 
agents or factors for landlords. He 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Lord Advocate would take the 
matter into his consideration. 

THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Granam Murray, 
Buteshire) said, that the general ten- 
dency of late years had been to improve 
the position of Sheriff-substitutes, and to 
get the best men to fill those offices. As 
regarded official residences, he was afraid 
that the hon. Member had raised a ques- 
tion to which the Treasury would have 
something to say. As to Sheriff-sub- 
stitutes, the tendency had been to bring 
districts together, and although he was 
hound to say that perhaps, in comparison 
with the English County Court Judges, 
the salaries were not always what they 
might be, still, he thought that there had 
been a steady progress in that direction 
which he hoped would not cease. In 
regard to the other remarks which had 
fallen in regard to this subject, he would 
say that, in his opinion, the most efficient 
men should be secured for the public 
service. 

Dr. CLARK said, that they did not 
desire to give to all the Procurators 
Fiscal official residence. The particular 
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official in question was paid only £450 
a year, and was expected to reside on 
Long Island. But, unfortunately, the 
whole of the land in that island belonged 
to one landlord, who was not a good 
landlord, and he had absolutely refused 
a residence to the Procurator Fiscal, and 
had practically turned him out of the 
island. He found that this unfortunate 
official, who was a married man, was 
lodged over a small shop. He would 
make a suggestion to the Government 
that the rights of the foreshore, which 
still belonged to the Crown, should be 
granted to this official t= the extent of 
enabling him to build a house upon it. 
That Gentleman would be very glad to 
build a house ; it was the thing he 
wanted to do. There were only two 
legal gentlemen*in the Island, and the 
other had also been refused a residence 
by Sir John Ord, the landlord. As 
to the general question of Procura- 
tors - Fiscal, there were only three or 
four of them at a salary of under £400 
a year, and those were in Caithness- 
shire and Ross-shire. These offices, he 
contended, ought to be combined so that 
the officer might have a fair salary and 
would not have sometimes to be prose- 
cuting or defending himself. With re- 
gard to the sheriffs, he pointed out that 
in Scotland they were very poorly paid, 
although their work was being constantly 
added to. The legislation of last session 
giving over to them the inquiring into 
all the fatal accidents had, perhaps, 
doubled their work without increasing 
the salaries, and now that they had 
given the Lord Advocate and Solicitor- 
General for Scotland salaries on an 
equality which those of the Irish officers, 
he hoped they would look into the 


matter. 
Resolution agreed to. 


Other Resolutions in Class II. and 
Class ITI. agreed to. 


On the Resolution (Class IT.) 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,221, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1896, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Household of the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland,’ 


1100 
£450 


@ on 

the 
nged 
good 
fused 
, and 
f the 
inate 
was 
vould 
ment 
vhich 
d be 
nt of 
on. it, 


g he 
two 
1 the 
lence 
As 
cura- 
e Or 
£400 
iness- 
2s, he 
. that 
y and 
prose- 
h re- 
that 
paid, 
antly 
sssion 
+ into 
haps, 
asing 
- had 
icitor- 
n an 
licers, 
» the 


. and 


21, be 
1e sum 
1 come 
ending 


of the 








1101 Public Offices 


Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 8.) 
raised the question of judicial rents in 
Ireland. He had read many letters 
from his constituents, stating what a 
deplorable condition the country was in 
owing tothe bad weather. The flax crop 
in Ulster which in 1893 was 68,487 
acres, increased in 1894 to 105,081 
acres ; and yet the reports of last month 
showed that the price was lower than it 
had been for the last twenty years. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is hardly challenging the administration 
of the Chief Secretary. 

Mr. JAMES DALY said he only 
wished to bring under the notice of the 
Chief Secretary the difficulty which the 
tenant farmers of Ulster had in paying 
their rents. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The subject may be 
important, but this is not the occasion 
for bringing it before the House. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
it would not be in order as an argument 
for pressing the Government to intro- 
duce a measure affecting Irish Land ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: No, not on the 
Chief Secretary’s Vote. 

Mr. JAMES DALY said that as a 
new Member, he was of course un- 
familiar with the rules, and it was only 
by being pulled up occasionally that he 
was likely to learn them. He would 
ask the hon. Members for South Derry 
and South Tyrene, in accordance with 
their promises, to impress upon the 
Government the desirability of intro- 
ducing some legislation to relieve the 
tenant farmers of Ulster, during the 
coming Session. 

Dr. TANNER said he desired to 
refer to one or two technical points 
which he was prevented from raising 
when the Vote was in Committee. 
All the accounts from the inspectors 
in connection with the various asylums 
in Ireland, with very few exceptions, 
were very unsatisfactory. If the right 
hon. Gentleman wished him to go through 
the matter he would do so, but as a 
matter of fact, he would rather deal 
with the question in gross than in 
detail. All he sought to do was to 
endeavour to obtain some improve- 
ment in the condition of the poor people 
confined in these asylums. If those 
Gentlemen who happened to be in- 
Spectors expressed their condemnation 
of the present condition of the asylums, 
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Members of the House ought to see 
that their recommendations were en- 
forced. He passed from this point to 
the other he wished to mention, show- 
ing that he was attempting to deal with 
those matters in the briefest possible 
manner at his command, He wished 
to refer to the Irish Fishery Reports, 
and especially in connection with steam 
trawling. The work of the Scotch 
Members in connection with their fishery 
reports, had made the fisheries of Scot- 
land what they were. Why should not 
what had been done in connection with 
Scotland be done for Ireland? He 
would content himself with their words. 
He put the matter to the right hon. 
Gentleman. He hoped almost against 
hope, but he thought it was right that 
the burden should rest upon the proper 
shoulders. 


Resolution agreed to. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
SITE). 


The Report of the following Resolu- 
tion in Committee was brought up :— 


Resolved,— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the issue, out 
of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums, not ex- 
ceeding in the whole £450,000, as may be required 
by the Commissioners of Works for the purchase 
of certain lands in Westminster for a site for 
Public Offices.” 


Resolved,— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the ‘l'reasury 
to borrow money for meeting the sums so to be 
issued, and to authorise the payment, out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament for the 
service of the Commissioners of Works, or (if 
those moneys are insufficient) out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, of any annuity required for the 
repayment of such loan.” —/(Mr. Hanbury). 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what was 
the position of the present legal advisers 
of the Government in relation to this 
matter, and what were the substantial 
points of difference between the present 
Bill and that of the late Administration 
which the Attorney-General opposed. 

*Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL said 
the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 
memory had for once misled him. There 
was no Government Bill at all introduced 
by the late Administration, but a private 
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Bill was introduced by parties to extend 
the time given for the acquisition of this 
site under a private Act of Parliament, 
passed some Sessions ago. He held 
the same opinion now that he held then 
in reference to the Bill, namely, that its 
promoters were entitled to the exten- 
sion of time they asked for, but the 
House, on that occasion, took a different 
view. That Bill being now out of the 
way, Her Majesty’s present advisers 
were themselves acting in reference to 
the acquisition of the site. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would 
like to ask the Attorney-General the 
ground of his change of opinion, if there 
had been a change. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Gentleman is not entitled to ask that, 
and, moreover, he has had an answer 
already. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY observed that 
this was a Bill to spend £450,000 of 
public money upon a scheme as to which, 
when it was formerly before the House, 
certain gentlemen were of opinion that 
those who originally promoted the scheme 
were entitled to compensation. He 
wished to ask the Government, regarding 
a large scheme of this kind, did they 
think, at a time when they were rushing 
estimates through by the millions, and 
when they denied Members from Ireland 
the smallest consideration on the ground 
that they had not had time to make up 
their minds as to the policy of expendi- 
ture in Ireland, that a question of the 
expenditure of £450,000 at this late 
period of the Session did not loom up so 
largely that it must not inevitably give 
rise to considerable discussion. This 
was a matter which affected hon. Mem- 
bers from Ireland as well as from Eng- 
land, for they in Ireland had to pay 
their share of the money. He did not 
desire, if his mind went with the Bill, to 
oppose it, but he was entitled, as an 
humble individual, to have time for the 
consideration of the expenditure of this 
large sum of money, and he did say on a 
so-called Wednesday sitting, at this hour 
of the Thursday morning, namely, after 
one o'clock, that the question of the 
expenditure of this sum of money ought 
to be defended by the Government when 
they alleged—as they had alleged—that 
they could not enter into any new 
scheme affecting Ireland or any question 
of policy concerning the expenditure of 


Attorney-General. 
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even small sums of money. This was a 
vast sum for them to consider at this 
period of the Session. It was not 
reasonable for the Government to press 
forward a Bill of this magnitude in- 
volving so large a sum at this period. 
When he saw the Bill in print he should 
carefully study it and contrast its pro- 
visions with those of the former Bill. 

THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER said, the Bill was the 
necessary consequence of a Vote the 
House had already come to. It was 
decided that this very valuable and im- 
portant site should not be left in private 
hands and the object of the Bill was to 
enable the Government to purchase the 
private rights at as earl; a stage as 
possible. If the House would pass the 
Bill this Session, it would probably save 
several thousands of pounds. 


Railway (Guarantee). 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Akers-Douglas and Mr. Hanbury ; 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, and to be printed.—{ Bill 3.] 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
(GUARANTEE). 


Resolution reported :— 


‘“‘ That it is expedient to authorise the Trea- 
sury to guarantee the Interest, at the rate of 
Three per cent., on £260,000 of the Capital of 
the West Highland Railway Company, and to 
pay a sum of money, not exceeding £30,000, to 
that Company; und to authorise the payment, 
out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
and, if those moneys are insufficient, out of the 
Consolidated Fund, of such sums as may be 
necessary for those purposes.’’ 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. HANBURY proposed: “That 
this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.” 

*Mr. STRACHEY said, he rose to say 
that he would take up the challenge 
given them earlier in the evening by the 
Leader of the House, and to show that 
the Bill was really contentious, he would 
divide the Committee, as suggested by 
the right hon. Gentleman. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, it must be distinctly under- 
stood that if the Bill were dropped, 
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it was dropped because the hon. Gen- 
tleman and his Friends were determined 
to prevent that being passed which the 
Government thought would prove of 
great advantage to the poorer districts 
of Scotland. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS associated 
himself with the opposition to the Bill at 
the present time, and he wasquite prepared 
to accept any responsibility that might 
attach to such a course. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had given some under- 
taking to a private individual during the 
General Election. 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: This is an utterly unfair 
charge against me. [Cheers.| I was asked 
by one of the principal promoters of the 
scheme, and one of the largest land- 
owners in the district—Cameron of 
Lochiel—whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would fulfil the agreement which 
had been entered into by the late 
Government. I could not refuse to 
answer that question. I felt myself 
bound by the agreement, and I said I 
would try to give the earliest possible 
effect to the pledge which had been 
given. [Ministerial cheers and cries of 
“ Withdraw.” | 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS said, that 
he should not labour the point, but 
he still maintained that the promise 
was given at an important time. 
[Ministerial cries of “ Withdraw.”] 
He had nothing to withdraw. But 
his stronger reason for entering a protest 
was that it was altogether unreasonable 
at this period of the Session to expect 
the House to commit itself to what, if 
not a new principle, was, at any rate, a 
very considerable extension of an old 
principle. He was not prepared to 
extend all Irish legislation to England 
and Scotland under such circumstances. 

Mr. DALZIEL said, that the view 
which was taken by him of this promise 
given by the Government was not in 
any way a charge against the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. But the right hon. 
Gentleman was aware that the letter 
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which he wrote to the promoters of this 
Bill was, practically, kept back until a 
very few days before the Election, and 
was used as an electioneering card by 
the Party to which the right hon. 
Gentleman belonged. Then, one of the 
Agents for the promoters of the Bill 
actually came to the door of the House 
and told him that if he went on opposing 
the Bill he would hear of it in his con- 
stituency. When such talk as that went 
on, it showed that the promoters had 
not been very wisely guided. The 
pledge which the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of as having been given by his 
predecessor was not given by his pre- 
decessor at all. [The CHANcELLoR of 
the Excuequer: “ Yes, it was.”] Not 
in the first instance. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s predecessor only adhered 
to a pledge given by the previous Con- 
servative Government. If the right 
hon. Gentleman would deny that, let 
him state his authority to the Committee. 
When this Bill was brought forward by 
the late Government, night after night, 
the then Secretary to the Treasury gave 
as his reason for its introduction, that the 
late Conservative Government had 
pledged themselves to the Bill. The 
very day the last Conservative Govern- 
ment went out of office, the undertaking 
was signed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer of the day. Of course, 
Cameron of Lochiel wanted the Bill. 
He was one of the promoters of the Bill, 
and one of the men who were going togain 
by the Bill. But he was not going to 
give one single inch of land for the 
benefit of the Company. This Bill was 
brought forward, not in the interests of 
Scotland as a whole, but in the interests 
of a handful of landlords who were not 
sacrificing a farthing in the interests of 
the railway, but were asking the Trea- 
sury to give them about a quarter of a 
million of the taxpayers’ money, without 
any assurance as to how it was to be 
spent. This Bill ought not to be passed 
at the fag end of a Session as a non- 
contentious measure. It required very 
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careful consideration, both in principle 
and in detail. 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER said, it was perfectly true 
that, this proposal having been favour- 
ably reported on by a Commission 
and a Committee, the present First Lord 
of the Admiralty promised a guarantee 
on certain conditions ; but those condi- 
tions were not accepted at the time, and it 
was perfectly open to the late Government 
to deal with the question as they liked. 
Two months before he left office his 
predecessor made a formal agreement 
with this company, which this Bill was 
intended to carry out. That was 
an agreement, by which he was morally 
and legally bound, and that was the 
agreement he asked the House to 
carry out. [Cheers.] It amounted to 
a@ guarantee for 30 years of £7,800 
for constructing and maintaining a 
railway 40 miles in length through a 
part of the Highlands which was abso- 
lutely without railways, and which could 
never obtain a railway in any other 
way ; and at the end it was proposed to 
construct a harbour of inestimable 
benefit to the fisheries. [Cheers.] This 
Bill was now opposed by two Scotch 
Members. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS asked, on a 
point of Order, whether the right hon. 
Gentleman was entitled to speak a second 
time ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER said, that the right 
hon. Gentleman had not spoken before ; 
he had only interrupted the speech of the 
hon. Member for Merthyr to correct 
what he conceived to be a mis-statement. 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER said, that the hon. Member 
not only attributed false motives to his 
action, but sought to prevent him from 
speaking. [Cheers.] He intended to 
speak. [Cheers.| This Bill was opposed, 
not by Highland Members, or by those 
interested in the development of the 
Highlands, but by two Lowland Scottish 
Members, he believed acting, although 

Mr. Dalziel. 
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they might not know it, solely in the 
interest of rival railway companies. 
[ Cheers. | 

Mr. DALZIEL: I rise to a point 
of Order. I heard a remark made by 
the Attorney General at this moment, 
“Probably paid.” [Cheers.| I wish, 


Railway (Guarantee ). 


Sir, to have an explanation of that 
remark, and I shall have a personal 
explanation to make afterwards. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL: I 
ought not to have said that, and I un- 
[ Opposition 


reservedly withdraw it. 
cries of “ Shame! ”} 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Pigott, Pigott. 
[Loud eries of “ Order !’ | 

*Mr. SPEAKER: “Shame” and 
“ Pigott” are very disorderly cries, and 
must not be repeated. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Surely the hon. 
Gentleman is not only entitled to with- 
draw, but to make an apology to me. 
[Cheers and “ Name!” 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : He ought to be 
named. {Renewed cries of “ Name!”) 

Mr. DALZIEL: I do not think it is 
necessary for me to defend myself in 
this House. I have not had any com- 
munication with a rival company. I 
know there is a rival company, but I do 
not think I ought to insult the House by 
replying to the insolent and unfounded 
remark of the Attorney General. (Cheers, 
and loud cries of “ Apologise ! ”| 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: If 
the hon. Member thinks any apology is 
necessary, 1 make it. I made the ob- 
servation on the spur of the moment, 
and I withdraw it unreservedly. 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER continuing his speech, said, 
that he understood the view of the hon. 
Member for Somersetshire to be that he 
would not sanction expenditure on light 
railways in Ireland or Scotland until 
the same measure was applied to 
England. 

*Mr. STRACHEY said, that Parlia- 
ment ought to settle once for all whether 
the principle of State aid for light rail- 
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ways was to be applied to every part 
of the United Kingdom ; until that was 
finally settled he should object to further 
grants to Ireland and any grant to 
Scotland. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER said, that in his view all 
parts of the United Kingdom should be 
treated equally in this matter. If there 
were cases in England where assistance of 
this kind was as much wanted, as it had 
been in the past in Ireland, and as it was 
now in Scotland, he ventured to say 
that England also ought to have it. 
This was, he believed, the second proposal 
of the kind relating to the Highlands; if 
it was stopped it might be doubtful whe- 
ther any similar proposal would be made 
in the future, and the hon. Member would 
have absolutely put an end to the policy 
he desired to see carried out. He might 
fairly appeal to the hon. Member, 
who knew the great advantages Ireland 
had received from this policy, not to 
grudge the extension of it to a part of 
Great Britain where such assistance was 
equally necessary, and where, without it, 
rapid communication with markets could 
not possibly be had. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY, referring to the 
expression used by the Attorney-General, 
said that, although electoral corruption 
was not imputed, it involved something 
which had only to be underlined by that 
great officer of State —— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
incident is closed, and must not be re- 
opened. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I venture to do 
what I think the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer might have done ; I wish to ex- 
press my profound regret that the ob- 
servation should have been made. On 
other occasions, perhaps, outside this 
House, we shall have an opportunity of 
expressing our appreciation of the in- 
cident. It is closed, as you have ruled, 
in this House ; but it is not closed 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


is contravening my ruling. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he received 
his private liberty outside the House. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
repudiated the suggestion of electoral 
corruption ; the hon. Member, if he could 
rise again, would repudiate it with equal 
warmth ; and the House would have ac- 
cepted that repudiation. He agreed 
that this was a liberal offer that had 
been made; and it was a better offer 
than had ever been made to Ireland. 
The Irish had to find an original 5 per 
cent. guarantee out of their own pocket, 
and the Treasury came to their aid six 
months afterwards with a 2 per cent. 
guarantee. The right hon. Gentleman 
had not alluded to one matter arising 
out of the fact that we were at the end 
of a Session. This was, he believed, the 
second proposal of the kind with regard 
to the Highlands; and, if the hon. 
Member stopped it, it was doubtful whe- 
ther any such proposal would be made 
in the future, and thus the hon. Member 
would absolutely defeat the policy he 
desired to promote. He thought he 
might fairly appeal to the hon. Member, 
knowing how great were the advantages 
Ireland had received from this policy, 
not to grudge extension of it to a part 
of Great Britain where such assistance 
was equally needed, where, without it, 
communication with markets could not 
be had. 

Mr. LOUGH said, that it was not 
the fault of the Opposition if they were 
forced to discusss this matter at that 
hour of the morning. The fault rested 
with the Government for compelling 
them to do so. He regretted that hon. 
Members on the Opposition side of the 
House had imported unnecessary heat 
intu the discussion. He could not ac- 
-cept the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, that Ireland was indebted to 
that House for having introduced light 
railways into that country. He thought 
that those railways had not been placed 
upon a sound financial basis, and that no 
care had been taken in their construction, 
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which had been unduly hurried on. The 
lines had been constructed under the 
conditions of a large free grant, and 
a guarantee of high interest. 

Mr. WEIR said, that he rose to 
appeal to the hon. Gentleman below 
him to withdraw his opposition to 
this measure. It had been urged against 
the measure that it would be good for 
the landlords only, but, as a matter of 
fact, it would benefit the people of the 
Highlands still more. It would do a great 
deal for the poor crofters and fishermen, 
and it would, therefore, ill become Radi- 
cal Members to oppose its construction. 
He did not mind from whom they got 
legislation—Conservative or Liberal— 
provided that the legislation were good. 
[Ministerial cheers.| He believed that 
this railway would be a great solace to 
the Highland people, and he again 
appealed to his hon. Friend, the Member 
for Kirkcaldy (Mr. Dalziel) to abandon 
his opposition. [Renewed Ministerial 
cheers. | 

*Mr. J. McLEOD (Sutherland) de- 
sired to associate himself with his hon. 
Friend, the Member for Kirkcaldy, in this 
matter. (‘ Hear, hear!”) He believed 
that this was a put-up job by land- 
lords in the particular locality. [“Oh!”] 
He objected to this money being ad- 
vanced to a private corporation, with 
practically no guarantee whatever that 
the line would ever be worked in any 
particular way so as to benefit the par- 
ticular locality. Under these circum- 
stances, he was entirely opposed to the 
Bill being brought in at the fag-end of the 
Session. [‘ Hear, hear!” ] 


Expiring Laws 


Question put, ‘ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


The House divided:—Ayes, 107; 
Noes, 13.—(Division List, No. 32.) 

Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
Mr. Hanbury; presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill No. 4.] 


Mr. Lough. 


{COMMONS} 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [19th August], 
“ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to continue various Expiring Laws ” :— 


Question 
resumed. 


again proposed :—Debate 


Mr. T. M. HEALY rose to speak, 
when— 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL 
appealed to the hon. and learned Member 
not to oppose the Bill at this stage. He 
was aware that there were a number of 
Bills that must be continued, and there 
never had been a discussion on the first 
reading of the present Bill. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY again rose to 
speak, when— 

*Mr. SPEAKER interposing said the 
hon. Member had already spoken. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that he 
moved and carried a Motion for the 
adjournment of the Debate ona previous 
occasion, and was therefore entitled to 
speak again. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is quite right. I had forgotten that. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he only 
rose for the purpose of saying that after 


the appeal made by the Attorney 
General, and notwithstanding the 


incident that had recently taken place 
he would not put the House to the 
trouble of a Division as he had originally 
intended to do. 


Question put, and agreed to :—Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney 
General, Mr. Hanbury, and Mr. Jesse 
Collings; presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill No. 5.] 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker, in pursuance 
of the Order of the House of the 
19th August, adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


House adjourned at Two o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 29th August 1895. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS [REMISSION]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the remission of certain debts due to the 
Public Works Loan Commissioners, in 
pursuance of any Act of the present 
Session to grant money for the purpose 
of certain Local Loans, and for other 
purposes relating to Local Loans (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified), To-morrow. 
—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
James Patrick Farrell, Esquire, for the 
County of Cavan (West Cavan Division). 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Proceedings, brought 
up and read; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed.—[{ No. 441.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
—[{No. 441.] 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT ROOMS 
(HOUSE OF COMMONS). 

Leave given to the Select Committee 
to make a Special Report. Special 
Report brought up, and read; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
—[{No. 442.] 


CANADIAN SPEAKER (APPOINTMENT 
OF DEPUTY). 

Bill for removing doubts as to the 
validity of an Act of the Dominion of 
Canada respecting the Deputy Speaker 
of the Senate, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain and 
Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley ; 
presented accordingly, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time To- 
morrow, and to be printed.—{Bill 6.] 


VOL. XXXVI. [rourrH szriEs.] 
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QUESTIONS. 


CORDITE MANUFACTURE. 

Mr. J.G. WETR(Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he will state the names 
and addresses of the firms with whom 
arrangements have been made for the 
manufacture of cordite powder ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powe t- 
Witu1Ams, Birmingham, 8S.) : Contracts 
for cordite have been made with Messrs. 
Kynoch & Co., of Witton, Birmingham, 
and the National Explosives Company, 
of Philpot Lane, E.C. From 1889 to 
the present time the sum of £47,750 
has been expended in the Ordnance 
factories on machinery for the manufac- 
ture of nitro-glycerine and cordite. No 
money has been granted to private firms 
for the saine purpose. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
state the amount of money expended by 
the Government on special machinery 
for the manufacture of cordite powder, 
and also how much has been granted to 
private firms for a similar purpose, as had 
been stated to have been the case by 
his predecessor in office ? 

*Mr. WOODALL (Hanley) said, he 
did not accept the accuracy of the state- 
ment made. 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS said, it 
was not within his knowledge that any 
such arrangements had been made. 

Mr. WEIR said that, in consequence 
of the unsatisfactory reply he had re- 
ceived, he should take the earliest oppor- 
tunity of calling further attention to the 
matter. 


STATISTICAL DEPARTMENT, CUSTOM 
HOUSE. 

Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
fact that the abstractors or assistant 
clerks employed upon the preparation 
of the Monthly Trade Returns in the Sta- 
tistical Department of the Custom House, 
who were promoted from the position 
of Civil Service writers in 1891, are only 
entitled to 14 days’ ordinary annual 
leave, whilst the messengers in the same 
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Department areenjoying |8days’ ordinary 
leave, and that the remainder of the 
Establishment in that Department, in- 
cluding messengers, are entitled to six 
months’ full pay whilst away on sick 
leave, and that the abstractors or assis- 
tant clerks are only allowed an absence 
of six weeks, including ordinary leave, 
after which all pay ceases, and that the 
annual increments of £2 10s. of the ab- 
stractors or assistant clerks is only an 
increase of £1 per annum beyond that 
accorded to a temporary copyist, he is 
prepared to reconsider these conditions 
with the view of improving the terms 
given to the abstractors ? 


THE SECRETARY vo tHe TREA- 


{COMMONS} 
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M‘Grane, addressed to the Local Goy- 
ernment Board for Ireland, complaining 
that the writer is living in a house con- 
demned by the sanitary authority as 
unfit for habitation, that the house has 
neither chimneys nor windows, and is in 
a falling condition; and if the Local 
Government Board for Ireland intends 
taking any step toward providing this 
|man with a cottage under the Labourers’ 
| (Ireland) Act ? 

| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
| Local Government Board have received 
|a letter of the nature indicated, and the 
| Guardians of the Castleblaney Union, 
|to whom the letter was forwarded, state 
|that M‘Grane cannot properly be 





SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : | described as a labourer within the mean- 
I will consider whether any extension of|ing of the word as defined in the 
the limits of sick leave on pay can be| Labourers’ Acts, but that they have 
allowed to abstractors. As regards the | called upon the owner of the house to 
other points raised by the Question, the | put it into repair in pursuance of Sec- 
Treasury consider that, for the rudi-| tion 110 ofthe Public Health Act. 

mentary clerical work done by abstrac-| Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
tors, the present conditions of their | gal, E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
employment are sufficiently favourable. | to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland how 


I can hold out no hopes that they will 
be improved. 


IRISH DEPARTMENT, BOARD OF 
TRADE. 


Mr. L. P. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
S.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
the St. Patrick Division of Dublin, Mr. 
W. Field, I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 


Ireland whether the Government have 
any intention of establishing an Irish 
Department of the Board of Trade and 
Industries and Fisheries ? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Batrour, 
Leeds, Central): The question of estab- 


lishing a separate Irish Department of the | 


3oard of Trade has, so far asT know, never 

been raised before, and I am not pre- 
pared to give an opinion on it. 
interests of the sea and inland fisheries 
are already attended to by the Fisheries 
Department, and in certain cases by 
the Congested Districts Board. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT. 
Mr. D. MACALEESE (Monaghan, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he has 
seen the letter of a labourer, named 


Mr. James Stuart. 


The | 


| long it is since the powers of the Strabane 
Board of Guardians, under the Labourers’ 
| Acts, were suspended by the Local 
|Government Board; what number of 
|cottages have .been built, and where, 
| under the direction of the Local Govern- 
‘ment Board’s Inspector entrusted with 
‘the work; and what steps the Chief 
Secretary proposes to take to expedite 
the provision of cottages ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
order empowering the Local Government 
Board’s Inspector to exercise the duties 
of the Sanitary Authority under the 
Labourers’ Acts was issued on the 2nd 
of May, 1894. The Inspector prepared 
_a scheme for the erection of seven cot- 
tages in one electoral division of the 
Union, and after compliance with the 
|usual preliminaries and the holding of a 
local inquiry, the scheme was confirmed 
by a Provisional Order of the Board, 
'dated the 19th January 1895, which be- 
came absolute on the 16th March. The 
cottages have not yet been built, but the 
scheme is at present going through the 
arbitration stage. In addition to carry- 
ing out this scheme, the Inspector has 
‘also been engaged considering applica- 
tions from several labourers for cottages, 
_and he has prepared a further scheme for 
‘the erection of 13 cottages in other 
‘electoral divisions of the Union. As the 
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delay has taken place in erecting cot- 


unavoidable. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, what is the exact 
position with reference to the provision 
of labourers’ cottages, under the scheme 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board for the Union of Stranorlan, in 
county Donegal ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Provisional Order confirming the Scheme 
for the provision of cottages in this Union 
is now being printed and will, it is 
expected, be issued in the course of a 
week. 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what 
is the cause of the delay in the Local 
Government Board not expediting a 
Scheme of labourers’ cottages approved, 
and all preliminaries complied with, by 
the Tipperary Board of Guardians ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The last 
set of improvement schemes under the 
Labourers’ Acts submitted to the Local 
Government Board by the Guardians of 
Tipperary Union was approved of by 
a Provisional Order dated the Ist of 
February last, which was subsequently 
confirmed by Order in Council dated 
the 17th June. The only function re- 
maining to the Local Government Board 
in regard to the carrying out of the 
schemes, is the sanctioning of the loans 
required, and on the Provisional Order 
being confirmed, forms were sent to the 
Guardians ‘on which application should 
be made for such sanction. The applica- 
tions have not yet been received, 
although the Board wrote, reminding the 
Guardians, on the 25th ultimo. 


COLLEGE LAND ESTATE, COUNTY 
FERMANAGH. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Jreland—(1)if he has seentwo resolutions 
passed at a meeting of farmers, occupying 
on the College Lands estate, county 
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various requirements of the Labourers’ | 
Acts have to be complied with by an| 
Inspector in promoting a scheme, as well | 
as by a Board of Guardians, whatever | 
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Fermanagh, asking to have the rent 
question on the estate settled by arbitra- 
tion, and pointing out how undesirable 
it would be to have evictions carried out 
onthe approachof winter; and (2), in view 


: | of this pacific action on the part of the 
tages in this case was, I am informed, | 


tenants, will he, should evictions be per- 


isisted in, refuse to allow the forces of 


the Crown to be present thereat ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : I have 
seen a resolution to the effect stated in 
the question. With regard to the 
second paragraph, I trust a settlement 
will be arrived at between the parties, 
and the necessity for eviction thus 
obviated, but, as I have had occasion to 
state several times already, the Execu- 
tive has no power to do as the hon. 
Member suggests at the end of the 
question. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY CANTEEN, DOVER. 


Mr. L. P. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
S.): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for Kilkenny, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the Royal 
Artillery battalion canteen, engaged in 
the manufacture of mineral waters at 
Dover, is an incorporated company ; if so, 
when was it registered and under what 
name, who are its officers, and are they 
members of the Army; where are its 
offices and place of business situated ; 
whether Income Tax has been assessed 
on the profits of the concern ; and, if so, 
to what amount ; whether the fair wage 
Resolution of the House of Commons 
is observed in the establishment; and 
is inspection under the Factories Acts 
enforced ? 


Mr. HAYDEN further asked 
the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Irish 
manufactured mineral waters are largely 
imported into Great Britain; and whe- 
ther, in view of the fact that this industry 
is one of the few thriving manufactures 
in Ireland, the Government are still 
disposed to allow the Royal Artillery 
canteen at Dover to conduct a manufac- 
tory of mineral waters in competition 
with Irish manufacturers ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : The whole ques- 
tion is under the Secretary of State’s 
consideration, and he will receive a 
deputation to-morrow on the subject. 
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DIPHTHERIA AT ALDERSHOT. 

*Mr. R. PIERPOINT (Warrington) :| 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for War, how many cases of diphtheria, 
and how many of diphtheritic sore throat, | 
have been admitted to hospital in the 
camps at Aldershot during the last six 
months ? 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): During the last 
six months there have been admitted to | 
the hospitals at Aldershot 137 cases of 
diphtheria and 525 cases of sore throat. | 
In the latter, the returns do not| 
differentiate septic sore throat. In the 
diphtheria cases, the type has been that 
known as “benign,” and they have| 
readily yielded to the anti-toxin treat- 
ment—only one death having resulted 
from this complaint. Althcugh full in- 
vestigation was made, in none of the 
cases could the origin of the disease be 
definitely traced. Some medical officers, 
however, are inclined to ascribe its | 
prevalence, and that of septic sore throat, | 
to the recent necessary opening up of | 
the old drains for the purpose of recon- | 
struction. The question is engaging 
most careful attention. 

| 
WANDSWORTH CEMETERY. | 
Mr. H. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I) 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, whether the late or 
any previous Home Secretary gave his 
sanction to a rule of the Wandsworth | 
Burial Board imposing a fee of two) 
guineas for the erection of an obelisk in 
the Wandsworth Cemetery, between 
6 ft. and 7 ft. high; and whether such 
sanction was given in accordance with | 
Law ? 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
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appearance of the uniform of the Navy ; 
whether he has considered the incon- 
venience of such a _ practice, when 
accompanied by the wearing of the 
white ensign of Her Majesty’s Navy, as 
causing such private vessels to have, 
both as regards the ensign they wear 
and the dress of their crews, the appear- 
ance of men-of-war ; whether the practice 
of the Admiralty is to grant a warrant 
to wear the white ensign of the Navy on 
the sole condition of membership of 
certain privileged clubs ; and, if so, upon 
what grounds the privilege is given to 
some clubs and withheld from others; 
and whether the Admiralty will con- 
sider the propriety of attaching to all 
such warrants in future, either the 
condition that the white ensign shall 
bear a distinctive badge differentiating 
it from the ensign of the Navy, or the 
condition that the crew of the vessel 
shall not be dressed in a dress closely 
resembling the uniform of the Navy ? 
THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. W. E.Macarrtney, Antrim, 
8.): No inquiry has been made as to 
the existence of the practice alluded to, 
and no instance of any inconvenience 
caused by it has come to the knowledge 
of the Admiralty. The Royal Yacht 
Squadron is the only yacht club allowed 
to wear the white ensign of Her 
Majesty’s Fleet. The privilege was 
granted by warrant in June, 1829. I 
am unable to give any information as 
to the grounds on which it was granted. 
There is no intention to attach any new 
conditions to the warrants alluded to. 


BUCKFAST ABBEY ROMAN CATHOLIC 
SCHOOL. 

Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 

(Kent, Tunbridge): I beg to ask the 

Vice President of the Committee of 





Martruew Ruptey, Lancashire, Black-| Council on Education, whether he can 
pool): My answer to both questions is;inform the House why the Buckfast 
in the affirmative. | Abbey School (Roman Catholic) has 
| been repeatedly refused the Government 

Grant, although it is certified as an 

UNIFORM AND PRIVATE efficient public elementary school, and 
YACHTS. has complied in every respect with the 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn requirements of the Code ! 

Regis): I beg to ask the Secretary to| Turk VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
the Admiralty, whether he has made| COUNCIL (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
any inquiry as to the existence of the! University): The grant to this school 
practice of dressing the crews of private | has been several times refused, the last 
pleasure yachts in a dress having the time on the 11th June last. The reason 


NAVAL 
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for the refusal was that the school was| whether the majority of such applica- 
unnecessary, within the meaning of| tions come from owners of fisheries or 
Article 80 of the Code. The School! Boards of Conservators ; and, can he 
Board has the prior right by law to|say upon what grounds the Auditor 
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provide schools for its district, and, in | 
this case, the right has been exercised. 


General passed the accounts of the 


‘Inspectors for such expenses? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 


advised that the action of the Inspectors 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA, 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
any objection to lay upon the Table of 
the House the correspondence between 
the Government of South Australia and 
the Colonial Office on the question of 
reducing the salary and emoluments of 
future governors of that colony ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. JosepH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): I have no 
objection, and the papers will be laid as 
soon as they can be got ready. 


IRISH FISHERIES. 


Mr. J. PINKERTON (Galway): I) 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) if the! 


Irish Fisheries Commissioners held an 
inquiry in the Ballycastle district early 
in June, with regard to (amongst other 
points) changing the open season for 
salmon nets; (2) whether the evidence 
was unanimous that the season should be 
from 1st March till lst September ; and 
(3) whether any decision has been arrived 
at by the Commissioners ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


in reference to the payment of the ex- 


| penses in question has been ultra vires, 


but the practice, they explain, has been 
followed for the past 53 years, without, 
so far as I know, any objection having 


| been raised, and the result has undoubt- 


edly been beneficial to the poorer classes 
of fishermen, who otherwise would have 
been precluded from making application 
for an alteration of the close seasons. 
Up to the present these fishermen have 
had to incur the expense of retaining a 
legal adviser and the expenses of their 
own witnesses, but had the provisions of 
the Act been properly enforced, these 
‘men would further have been called 
upon to defray the travelling and other 
expenses of the inspectors, the costs of 
advertising, and the legal expenses 
incidental to the making of the close 
|season orders. A majority of applica- 
tions may have been made by Boards of 
'Conservators, though in many cases 
|these bodies apply on behalf of the 
{poorer classes of fishermen, but it is 
‘equally a fact that a very considerable 
/number of applications are made by the 
'fishermen direct. I am not aware that 
‘the attention of the Controller and 
| Auditor General has been drawn to the 
| provisions of the Act, though if he were 
|aware of it he would, I presume, cer- 


reply to the first paragraph is, yes. The|tainly disallow any payments for such 
Inspectors of Fisheries inform me that expenses out of public funds. 
the evidence taken at the inquiry was | 


not unanimously in favour of a close | 
season between the dates mentioned. | 
They arrived at a decision assimilating 
the seasons throughout the adjoining 


PARTY DISTURBANCES, LISBELLAW. 
Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, §.) : 


|I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


district, as they considered that having | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
different close seasons would give faci- | is aware that, on the evening of the 26th 


lities for poaching. 

Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, what 
authority the Inspectors of Irish Fish- 
eries possess to enable them to forego 
enforcing the provisions of the Act of 
Parliament which declares that all 
expenses of applications for changes of 
seasons shall be paid by the applicants ; 





}or 27th July last, an Orange mob, from 
| the village of Lisbellaw and its vicinity, 
invaded Maguire’s Bridge, a village three 
miles off, with the object of intimidating 
certain of the inhabitants of that place ; 
that their conduct was calculated to 
lead to a breach of the peace ; and will 
he take steps in future to restrain or 
punish the violence of the Lisbellaw 
Orangemen ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It ap-| 
pears that on the night of the 27th July, | 
the day following the declaration of the 
poll at the recent election for South Fer- | 
managh, currency was given to a rumour | 
that the defeated candidate would be | 
burned in effigy at Maguire’s Bridge, 
and that a number of Orangemen, a/ 


| don) : I am informed by 
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THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircuiz, Croy- 
the Com- 
missioners of Northern Lighthouses that 
the survey has been made by their 
engineer, but that there has not been 


time for his Report to be considered. 


In these circumstances the hon. Member 


portion of whom came from near Lis- | 
bellaw, proceeded to Maguire’s Bridge make any statement as to the commence- 
and marched through the streets. A | ment of the work. 
collision took place at one point be- | 
tween the two parties and two assaults 
were committed by the Orangemen, 
though not, I am informed, of a serious) Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
character. One of the Orangemen has| Advocate—(1) whether steps will be 
since been convicted of assault. ‘taken to put the Invergordon Ferry 
| under the control of the local authority, 
jor (2) to require Captain M’Leod, of 
ROYAL IRISH RIFLES (5te BATTALION). Cadboll, the owner of the pier on the 
Mr. M. McCARTAN (Down, 8.) : I | Invergordon side, and Charles Forbes 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for| Hodson Shaw M’Kenzie, the owner of 
War, with reference to the training of | the pier on the Black Isle side, to put 
the 5th Battalion Royal Irish Rifles at|the respective piers in such a state that 
Downpatrick, whether he is aware that |in rough weather passengers may be able 
there can be obtained on easy terms in| to land from the large ferry boat instead 
the townland of Lisbane safe and most|of having to be transferred at some 
suitable ground for a rifle range ; and, | distance from the piers into small boats ? 
whether, considering the number of| *Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
years during which the training has|Cuartes Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
taken place at Downpatrick, and its| Andrews Universities): The steps con- 
superiority from a sanitary point of | templated in the first part of the hon. 


will see that I am not in a position to 


INVERGORDON FERRY. 


view, he will make further inquiry, and 
communicate with the military authori- 
ties at Downpatrick as to the suitability 
of the ground at Lisbane and the desira- 
bility of securing it ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: The military au- 
thorities in Ireland have not received an 
offer of land at Lisbane suitable for a 
rifle range. The place named is, how- 
ever, understood to be in a district over 


|Member’s question would require legis- 
‘lation. The second part appears to 
raise a question of private right, depend- 
ing on the terms of the grant of ferry, 
'as to which I can give no opinion. 


TELEGRAPHIC ARRANGEMENTS IN 
ROSS-SHIRE. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the See- 








20 miles from Downpatrick, and, if so, | retary to the Treasury, as representing 
the distance of the range would be too | the Postmaster General, whether arrange- 
great to allow of training at that town. | ments will be made to extend the tele- 

| graph from Muir of Ord to Marybank, 
Ross-shire ? 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General will make inquiry into the 
question of extending the telegraphs to 
Marybank, and will communicate the 
result to the hon. Member. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 


FLANNAN ISLANDS LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether 
the engineer of the Commissioners of | 
Northern Lighthouses visited the Flan- | 
nan Islands last June, in accordance | 
with an arrangement with the Board of | Lord of the Treasury, whether, having 
Trade, for the purpose of surveying a|regard to the fact that the Postmaster 
site for a lighthouse there, and, if so, will | General is unable, owing to the rules of 
he state when it is proposed to com-|the Treasury, to extend telegraphic and 
mence the construction of the light-| postal communication in many parts of 
house ? the western mainland of Ross-shire and 
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in the island of Lewis without guaran-| Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
tees which, in many cases, the people) GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. 
are unable to give, and, seeing that the | Cuapiry, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): For the 
circumstances of these people are quite | purpose of this Return it is necessary to 
exceptional, and that the development | obtain Returns from 634 local authorities. 
of the industries of these districts is to} The Return is not yet complete, but it is 
a great extent dependent upon better | hoped that it will be ready for issue 
postal and telegraphic facilities, the | within about six weeks from the present 
Treasury will waive or modify its rule| time. With a view of facilitating the 
requiring guarantees, and give to the’! printing and distribution of the Return, 
Postmaster General discretionary powers | it was presented to the House on 
in such cases ? | Tuesday last. 

Mr. HANBURY: The system of 
guarantees can hardly be said to be 
operative in the West Highlands, as a| SMALL HOLDINGS RETURN. 
considerable number of extensions have| Mr. CHANNING : I beg to ask the 
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been made during the last four years, 
which, though quite unremunerative to 
the telegraph revenue, have been estab- 
lished without any guarantee whatever. 
It is not of course possible to spend 


President of the Local Government 
Board, when the Return ordered by the 
House on 20th June of petitions, 
resolutions of County Councils, and land 
acquired by County Councils, and of the 











more than a limited sum in each year on | number and other particulars of smal] 


this service; but, I may mention that holdings provided under the the Small | 


£500 is provided in this year’s Estimates Holdings Act, 1892, will be presented 
for telegraphic extensions in the High-| and issued to Members ? 
lands and Islands, and that arrange-) Mr. CHAPLIN: The information 
ments have already been made to devote | which we have asked County Councils to 
a portion of this sum to an extension in | Supply for the purposes of the Return in 
Ross-shire, namely, from Gairloch to| question is not yet complete, but a 
Badachro. In these circumstances, I | reminder will at once be sent in the cases 
see no reason for waiving or modifying {in which the required Returns have not 
the Treasury rules. yet been received, and the Return will be 
| Issued with the least possible delay. 
TEMPLEMORE BARRACKS, COUNTY | 
TIPPERARY. 
Mr. J. F. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.) 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of| 
State for War, whether any decision has 
been arrived at with respect to the re- 


COPIES OF STATUTES. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, to what Govern- 
occupation of the barracks at Temple- ment officials in Ireland copies of the 
more, county Tipperary ! Statutes are distributed annually ; and, 

Mn. BRODRICK : The case remains Why Sessional Crown Solicitors are not 
as stated by the late Secretary of State SYPPC@ With copies + . 2 
for War in his reply to the wih Member Mr. GERALD BALFOU R : In 
on the 23rd May last. It is not at 1885 a Committee was appointed by 
present intended to send any fresh | the Lord Lieutenant to consider and 
troops to Templemore. |report upon the list of individuals to 
| whom, and the Departments to which, 
PRN Ae Dae PRS ‘the Statutes had at that time been 
AILOTHEDTS BEFURR. supplied. The Committee recommended 
Mr. F. A. CHANNING (Northamp- that the distribution of the Statutes to 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the President of Crown and Sessional Crown Solicitors 
the Local Government Board, when the! should cease, and this was accordingly 
Return ordered by the House on 7th done. The Report of the Committee, 
May of land acquired by local authorities! which contains their reasons for dis- 
for allotments under the Allotments | continuing the supply of the Statutes to 
Acts, 1887 and 1892, up to 28th these officials, will be found ir Parlia- 
December, 1894, will be presented and mentary Paper, C-4198, of the Session 
issued to Members ? of 1884, and the hon, Gentieman 


' 











ay 
: 
g 


NR ys Tes 


Rare Chee met 





11 


will also find in this Report a list of the 
several Departments and _ individuals 
recommended to be supplied with 
the Statutes in future. There have 
been a few additions to the list since 
its publication in 1884, and, if the 
hon. Gentleman so desires, I will 
hand him a copy of the list as it exists 
at the present date. 


27 
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SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whether clerks of the 
second division appointed under the 
Playfair Scheme are in receipt of 
28 days’ annual leave, while those 
appointed under the Order in Council of 
March, 1890 (Ridley Scheme), are only 
allowed 14 days during the first five 
years of service and 21 days thereafter ; 
whether he is aware that on 17th August, 
1894, the late Under Secretary of State 
for the Home Department made a state- 
ment with reference to the leave granted 
to the ‘ Ridley” second division clerks, 
in which he said that, as regarded the 


leave of absence, it appeared utterly | 


inadequate, and that, if it was in the | 


power of the Secretary of State to secure 
any reasonable modifications by the 
Treasury, it should be done; and, 
whether he will take steps to carry 
this recommendation by granting 
petition of the “ Ridley” clerks 
21 days during the first five years and 
28 days thereafter, and so place them 


the 


as regards annual leave on a similar) 


footing to their “ Playfair” colleagues ? 
Mr. HANBURY: The Order in 
Council regulating the conditions of 
employment of second division clerks 
appointed before 1890, prescribed no 
limits of annual leave. In consequence, 
the practice has varied in 
departments, In the Treasury the leave 
of the Playfair clerks has always been 
the same as that enjoyed by the clerks 
appointed under the Order in Council 
of March, 1890—that is, 14 and 
21 days. It is possible that the late 
Under Secretary of State for the Home 
Department may have expressed the 
opinion attributed to him in _ the 
question. The Order of March, 1890, 


prescribes an annual leave of 14 days | 


for the first five years of service, and, 
subsequently, of 21 days, in addition, in 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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out | 


for | 


different | 
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‘either case, to Christmas Day, Good 
| Friday, the Queen’s Birthday, and four 
'Bank holidays. It is not intended to 
‘make any change in this arrangement. 
All Ridley clerks appointed since 1890, 
entered the service with the knowledge 
that this was a condition of their employ- 
ment. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 


KINGSTOWN BOARD OF WORKS, 
COUNTY DUBLIN. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| Treasury, will he explain why, although 
‘the men employed under the Board of 
Works at Kingstown, county of Dublin, 
were promised some years ago the usual 
half-holiday on Saturday, they are still 
compelled to work on that day till 
|3 p.m., thus putting in 58 hours a week ; 
|whether any employé who is late in 
| going to work in the week, even though 
|it be only by a few minutes, loses thereby 
‘the whole day; and whether, if the 
foregoing allegations are true, the full 
|half-holiday will now be granted, and 
some lesser penalty be inflicted for being 
late at work in the mornings ? 

Mr. HANBURY: I understand 
that no half-holiday was promised, but 
that, shortened working hours of 57 hours 
in the week in summer, and 54 in winter, 
commenced on 20th June, 1891, and 
| have been continued ever since. Prior 
to that date the men worked till six on 
Saturdays during the summer months, 
but since then have knocked off work at 
three. As the men work in gangs, it is 
‘essential that they should all be ready 
to commence work at the same time, and 
therefore no alterations can be made in 
the rules for attendance in the morning. 
The men are allowed seven holidays in 
the year on full pay, besides which they 
have certain benefits during sickness not 
given to ordinary labourers. 


CROWN MOUNTAIN HOLDINGS IN 
WALES. , 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, if he could state 
to the House what is the total number 
and acreage of the Crown mountain 
holdings in Llandwrog, Carnarvonshire, 
which have been sold to the tenants ; 
what is the total number and acreage of 
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such holdings which have been _re- 
purchased for quarrying purposes ; what 
is the total sums for which they were | 
sold and for which they were re-| 
purchased ; what is the total number | 
and acreage of all such holdings which 
have been enclosed and reclaimed by the | 
tenants or their predecessors in title; 
and, what is the total of the rentals 
which the tenants are now required to 
ay! 

, Mr. HANBURY : The total number 
of encroachments sold by the Crown in| 
farnervoushire is 300, and the acreage 
923a. 2r. 18p. ; the number re- -purchased 
by the Crown is eight, and the acreage 
10} acres; these “eight encroachments 
were sold for £31, and re- -purchased for | 
£622; the number of holdings which | 
have been encroached by the present 
occupiers, or their predecessors in occu- 
pation, is 308, and the acreage) 
260a. lr. 28p. ; the rental to 31st March, 

1895, was £217 lls. 1d., but some of 
the encroachers have not yet commenced 
to pay rent. Such re-purchases by the 
Crown are only possible in exceptional 
cases. For the most part, the Crown 
leaves its quarry lessees to make what 
arrangements they can with owners of | 
encroachments. 


WOOLWICH ARSENAL. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
what is the minimum wage now paid in 
Woolwich Arsenal ? 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The’ 
minimum weekly wage paid to labourers | 
in the Ordnance Factories, Woolwich | 
Arsenal, is 20s., where, according to a 
recent return, 50 men only out of 2,680 
were paid at this rate. In the Ordnance. 
Store Department, Woolwich Arsenal, 

19s. 6d. is the rate. Boys are paid less, 
according to age or rating. In addition 
to these rates the labourers have the 
advantage of sick-pay, medical attend- 
ance, and holidays, with pay, in both | 
branches of the Arsenal. [‘ Hear, hear!’ "JI 
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the telephone business transacted be- 
tween France and England can be 
obtained from the French Government ; 
will he explain why these statistics 
cannot be furnished to the House of 
Commons; and, whether he could re- 
duce the cost of conversation between 
France and England from 8s. to 2s. 6d. 
for three minutes without loss to the 
revenue ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not prepared to grant these 
statistics, as he is of opinion that the 
telegraphic business of the State must 
be dealt with as a whole, and that it 
would be misleading to give statistics 
relating to only a part of the business. 
The Postmaster General does not see his 
way to reduce the cost of conversation 


between France and England from 8s. to 


2s. 6d. for three minutes. I take this 
opportunity of stating that, in his ques- 
tion on Tuesday, the fault of saying 3s. 
in place of 8s. was not the hon. Member 
for Canterbury’s, but was due to a 
printer’s error. The reduction of charge, 
in the Postmaster General’s judgment, 
would necessarily lead to a loss of 


‘revenue from the telephone, which, 


during many hours of the day, is already 
fully occupied. [‘‘ Hear! ”] 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE. 

CotonEL DENNY _  (Kiltearnock 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War when it is antici- 
pated that the converted rifle will be 
issued to the Volunteer Force; and, 
whether the new barrel is identical with 
that fitted to the rifle at present in use 
in the Regular Army ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The issue of the 
new rifle to Volunteer corps which 
possess ranges at which it can be used, 
will commence next year. The new 
barrel is identical with that issued to the 
Regular Troops, including the latest 
improvements. [‘ Hear! BI 

CotoneL DENNY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War with 
what powder the cartridges for the new 


irifle for the Volunteer Force will be 


CONTINENTAL TELEPHONE SERVICE. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that statistics of 


\, 


loaded ; and, what price will be charged 
for issues requisitioned by regiments ‘for 
private practice ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Cordite will be 
used with the new Volunteer rifle. The 
price charged for issues to regiments for 
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practice privately will be at vocabulary 
rates, which vary from time to time. 
The present price, which is expected to 
be reduced, is £5 12s. 3d. per thousand. 
[“‘ Hear, hear! ”] 


MINES DEPARTMENT, HOME OFFICE. 
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Mr. GEOFFREY DRAGE (Derby) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
the Home Department whether his| 
attention has been called to the unani- 
mous Report of the Royal Commission 
on Mining Royalties, appointed in 1889, 
and the recommendation it contains that 
the Department of Mines in the Home 
Office should be reorganised and ex- 
tended, with such additional statutory 
powers as may be necessary, for the 
purpose of collecting and publishing 
accurate information with regard to 
mines and minerals ; and, whether any 
steps were taken by the late Govern- 
ment to carry out the recommendations 
of the Commission ? 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY: My atten- | 
tion has been called to this matter. I find | 
that the Mineral Statistics Department 
of the Home Office was reorganised by 
my predecessor in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Commission, and 
its work was put under the charge of Dr. 
Le Neve Foster, an able statistician and 
experienced inspector. The suggestions 
of the Commission are being carried out 
so far as this can be done without fresh 
legislation. [‘‘ Hear, hear !”] 


GUN LICENCE, COUNTY LIMERICK, 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, could he explain 
on what ground a gun licence was refused 





by the resident magistrate to Mr. Thomas 
J. Ambrose, of Ardagh, County Limerick, 
for farm use ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Follow- | 
ing the example of my predecessor in | 
similar cases, I must decline to state the 
reasons which actuated the licensing 
officer in refusing to issue an arms licence 
to Mr. Ambrose. The discretion of 
granting such licences is vested by law 
in the licensing officer, and I have satisfied 
myself that in withholding a licence in 
this particular case he exercised his dis- 
cretion in a reasonable manner. 





Mr. Brodrick. 
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HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi. 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether he 
is aware that the surface men engaged on 
night ballasting on the Highland Rail- 
way work thirteen hours nightly at a 
wage of 17s. per week, with the addition 
of 1s. per week for lodgings when absent. 
from their homes ; and whether he will 
consider the desirability of taking steps 
to prevent these hours of labour on the 
Highland Railway ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed by the 
Company that the facts are not as stated 
in the Question, but that the men referred 
to work an average of 9} hours nightly, 
including the period for meals, that they 
only work five nights per week, and that 
they receive 22s. wages. I am informed 
that this work is of a special nature, and 
that the men work only 7} hours per 
diem in the winter. If the hon. Member 
is not satisfied with this explanation, and 
desires to make a representation to the 
Board of Trade under the Railway 
Regulation Act, 1893, it will receive my 
attention. 


IRISH BOARD OF WORKS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
with reference to the recent conviction 
of the Irish Board of Works at the 
Castleconnell Petty Sessions, for having 
failed to provide a Queen’s gap in two 
eel weirs on the Shannon, and the fine 
of £1,820 imposed on them, whether the 
point for decision, when the case came 
before the Queen’s Bench Division, was 
whether s. 41 of the 5th and 6th Vic. 
c. 106, and certain other enactments, had 
been impliedly repealed by the 9th section 
of the 26th and 27th Vic. ec. 114; 
whether the Board of Works contended 
that they had not been so repealed, and 
that their express repeal by the Statute 


| Law Revision Act, 1892, did not affect 


existing rights or liabilities; and, 
whether the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench Division, that the enactments in 
question had been impliedly repealed by 
the 26th and 27th Vic. c. 114, was based 
upon their express repeal by the Statute 
Law Revision Act, 1892 ? 

*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
TRELAND (Mr. J. Arkriyson, London- 
derry, N.): As this question in effect 
asks me to give my interpretation of 
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a judgment of the Queen’s Bench Di- 
vision of the High Court of Justice in 
Ireland, I respectfully submit that it 
ought not to be put to me, and that I 
ought not to be required to answer it. 


*Mr. MAURICE HEALY: My ques- 
tion was not what is the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s interpretation, but as to what 
the Judges said, and the interpretation 
they gave. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As I understand 
the question which the hon. Member now 
asks, it is as to what is the point ina 
certain case in the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion; and what was the argument for 
the defendants and what were the 
grounds of the decision of the Judges. 
These are matters which are not specially 
within the information and knowledge 
of the Law Officers of the Crown. 


*Mr. MAURICE HEALY said, that 
being so, he would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether, in view of the im- 
portance of this, he would procure a 
copy of the Judges’ decision in the case 
and Jay it upon the Table of the House ? 


*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Arkrnson, London- 
derry, N.) said, that if the hon. Member 
would give notice of the question he 
would consider it. 


HOUSE RE-NUMBERING, CORK CITY. 


Mr, MAURICE HEALY : T beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the 
recent re-numbering of the houses by the 
Corporation in many streets of the City 
of Cork has been adopted by the Irish 
Valuation Office and copied on to the 
Valuation Rolls so as to make the 
numbering of the houses therein con- 
formable with the actual numbers ; and, 
if not, will he explain why this has not 
been done ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


Commissioner of Valuation informs me 


he is incorporating in the Valuation | 
Rolls of his Department the numbering | 


of the houses in the City of Cork as 
recently made by the Corporation. Two 
Wards are completed and he expects to 
be able to incorporate in the Lists to be 
issued next Spring, all the new numbers 
in the remaining Wards. 
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OUTRAGES IN CHINA. 

Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon, 
Honiton) : I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs, if his 
attention has been called to a telegram 
from the special correspondent of the 
Pall Mall Gazette, from Shanghai on 
Friday last, stating that the former 
Viceroy of Izu, Lin Chang, who is re- 
garded as the actual originator of the 
Cheng Tu riots, has been appointed 
Imperial Commissioner to investigate the 
outrages upon missionaries ; and whether 
he has any reason to believe the state- 
ment to be correct ? 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Grorce Curzon, Lancashire, South- 
port): We have received no such infor- 
mation ; and it does not appear likely 
to be true. 
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ARMY COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCE. 
Mr. J. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 





| War, whether his attention has been 


|directed to the case of the Crimean 
| veteran, John Brennan, formerly of the 
| 41st Regiment, who, at the last meeting 
‘of the Boyle Board of Guardians, was 
granted ls. 6d. a week outdoor relief ; 
whether he is aware that Brennan fought 
;at Alma and in the siege of Sebastopol, 
but only got a pension for three years 
|after the conclusion of the war, and, on 
applying recently to the authorities of 
the Chelsea Fund for an allowance, his 
application was ignored ; and, whether 
it is proposed to make any compassionate 
| allowance to this veteran soldier ? 

| Mr. POWELL- WILLIAMS: The 
case of John Brennan has been re- 
peatedly considered, and I regret to say 
that the Commissioners of Chelsea 
Hospital can do nothing for him. He 
was at Sebastopol, but not at the battle 
of the Alma ; and was discharged after 
| 25 years’ service, with a temporary pen- 
‘sion. He has not sufficient service to 
give him a claim to one of the special 
campaign pensions. 





| 
i 


ROYAL TRISH CONSTABULARY. 
| Caprain DONELAN : I beg to ask 
| the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether, seeing that 
Section 494 of the Code of Regulations 
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for the Royal Irish Constabulary states 
that communications or decisions of the 
Inspector General sent to county in- 
spectors are to be forwarded in original 
to the district inspectors whom they may 
concern, and when the communication 
affects any head or other constable, a 
copy thereof is to be sent to the person 
in charge of the station that it may be 
read by all concerned, the complete 
correspondence will in future be sent to 
the station of each head and other 
constable concerned, that he may have 
an opportunity of seeing all that has 
been alleged and written against him ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
statement of the Rule as set forth in the 
question omits to mention that the com- 
munications referred to are to be for- 
warded to District Inspectors “ unless 
otherwise directed or marked confi- 
dential.” The Inspector General in- 
formsme that in the interests of discipline 
he cannot recommend any change to be 
made in the rule. 


FINANCE ACT APPEALS. 
Mr. L. P. HAYDEN : I beg to ask 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, why 
rules have not been made for trial of 
appeals under the Finance Act in the 


County Court; whether the Inland 
Revenue Officers have a right to decline 
to go into the County Court until these 
rules have been made, and in the mean- 
time force administrators, no matter how 
poor, to pay or go into the superior 
Courts ; and, will any steps be taken to 
relieve executors and administrators from 
being obliged to pay interest until such 
time as, with reasonable diligence, they 
could have ascertained the assets and 
taken out the grant? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): Rules have been made, 
and are in operation, for English County 
Courts. No similar rules have been 
made—owing, as ] am informed, to a 
misunderstanding ——- for Ireland. The 
attention of the Lord Chancellor for 
Treland has been called to the matter, 
and he will, doubtless, forthwith take 
the necessary steps. Till the rules are 
made the Inland Revenue are, of course, 
equally with administrators, powerless 
to go before the County Courts in such 
cases. If information is given to me of 


Captain Donelan. 
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any case in which, owing to the absence 
of rules, loss has been incurred by 
executors, I will have careful inquiry 
made and will see what can be done in 
the matter. I have already directed 
inquiry to be made into the case sent to 
me privately by the hon. Member. The 
third part of the question raises a 
different point. Under Section 6, Sub. 
section (6), of the Finance Act, 1894, 
interest is payable on the duty from the 
date of death. I do not think, as at 
present advised, that there is any occa- 
sion to alter the law in this respect. 

M. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman say that the In- 
land Revenue officers are powerless until 
rules are made? Is there any reason 
why the appellants are powerless? 

THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER: I can only refer my hon. 
Friend to my answer to the question. 

Mr. HAYDEN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say that no proceedings shall 
be taken till the rules are made? 

THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER : I will take care that no 
injury is suffered by the public in this 
matter owing to the absence of rules. 


NAVAL LIEUTENANTS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty—(1) 
how many Naval Lieutenants are now 
on active service, how many of them are 
gunnery lieutenants, and how many 
torpedo lieutenants, either qualifying or 
on the staff in each case ; (2) whether 
gunnery and torpedo lieutenants are only 
required to keep watch at sea, as lieu- 
tenants, for one year; and whether, 
having done this, they are not required 
to keep watch again, when at sea, but 
are employed exclusively to supervise 
drills, keep books, and fill up returns; 
and (3) whether the advisabilty has been 
considered of training and employing 
Royal Marine Artillery Officers for the 
gunnery and torpedo work now performed 
by Naval lieutenants, so as to set the 
latter officers free for watch-keeping 
duties at sea? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHEN, 
St. George’s, Hanover Square): The 
number of lieutenants on the active list 
of the Navy is 844. Included in that 
number are 84 gunnery and 53 torpedo 
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lieutenants. There are ten lieutenants 
qualifying for gunnery duties and six for 
torpedo duties. The one year’s watch- 


keeping at sea to which the hon. Mem- 


ber appears to refer is an antecedent con- 
dition before officers are eligible to qualify 
as gunnery or torpedo lieutenants. They 
are not, after they become gunnery or 
torpedo lieutenants, exempt from the 
duty of keeping watch when the service 
requires. My answer to the third ques- 
tion is—Yes, the question has been fully 
considered. The duties of the gunnery 
and torpedo lieutenants include some 
important duties for which the Royal 
Marine Artillery have not been trained, 
and, therefore, the gunnery and torpedo 
lieutenants would not, in the words of 
the hon. Member, be set free. But 
Royal Marine Artillery officers would be 
made available for gunnery duties if 
circumstances rendered it necessary so to 
employ them. 
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Jurors’ List. 


| justification for a continuation of the 


‘expenditure involved. There are no 
papers which could be laid. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
| Affairs, whether the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government has been called 
‘to the threatening attitude of Turkish 
troops to the Christian population in 
the neighbourhood of Erzinghian, in 
Armenia, and to alleged attacks in 
‘the last few days on villages and monas- 
teries, and other acts of violence.by these 
|troops; and, whether immediate steps 
have been or will be taken, by representa- 
_tions here and at Constantinople and in 
| Armenia, to prevent the outrages and 
possible massacres apprehended by the 
| Christian population ? 

| *Mr. CURZON: No such information 
has reached Her Majesty’s Government, 
| but inquiries have been made by tele- 
|graph of Her Majesty’s Ambassador at 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not | Constantinople. 


a fact that the gunnery and torpedo) 


lieutenants never do keep watch ? 


Mr. CHANNING asked whether, in 
| the event of the reports circulated yester- 


Mr. GOSCHEN : That is contrary to|day being confirmed, Her Majesty’s 


the fact. They do keep watch. 


MILITARY VICE-CONSULS IN ASIA 


Government would take any steps in the 
matter. 
*Mr. CURZON : I had better wait for 





| the confirmation of the reports. [ Hear, 
MINOR. ‘hear !”] 

CoroneEL McCALMONT (Antrim, | 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary | 
of State for Foreign Affairs, whether, by | TRALEE UNION JURORS’ LIST. 
instructions from Lord Beaconsfield, six; Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
military officers with consular powers |I beg to ask the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
were appointed permanently to watch land, whether he is aware of the illegal 
over the affairs of Armenia in 1879, and | detention in the hands of the printer of 
to report from time to time on the ad-|the lists of jurors for Tralee Union ; 
ministration and affairs of the province 3| what is the penalty attached to the bond 
when, and by whom, were the orders | for the non-performance of the printing 
given to cancel these appointments ;| contract ; whether the Guardians will be 


whether reasons were given for the course 
taken ; and if there is any objection to 
lay the Papers relating thereto upon the 
Table of the House ? 

*Mr. CURZON : In 1879 six Military 
Vice-Consuls were temporarily appointed 
in Asia Minor, under the orders of a Con- 
sul-General at Sivas, for the purpose of 
carrying out the arrangements connected 
with the Anglo-Turkish Convention of 
June 4, 1878. They were withdrawn in 
1882 by Lord Granville. Lord E. Fitz- 
maurice stated in the House of Commons, 
August 4, 1884, that their endeavours to 
bring about reforms had been unsuccess- 
ful, and that there was no longer any 


compelled to receive and pay for printing 
executed subsequent to the date allowed 
by Law for its publication and delivery ; 
| whether Guardians, signing cheques for 
payment for printing, under such circum- 
stances, would be liable to be surcharged 
by the Auditor of the Local Government 
Board ; and whether full inquiry will 
be made with a view of preventing 
similar malpractices, and enforcing the 
Contractor’s bail bonds ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A letter 
of complaint on this subject was received 
by the Local Government Board on the 
23rd instant, and was referred to the 
Guardians for their observations. The 
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matter, I understand, was before the 
Guardians at their meeting yesterday, 
but the Board have not yet been in-, 
formed what decision they may have | 
come to on the subject. 


Collisions 


PHONETIC READING BOOKS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY : I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education, whether in| 
English infant schools it is now optional 
for teachers to use phonetic reading books ; 
when this regulation was made, andj 
whether there is any reference to it in| 
the Code ; and to what extent, if any, has 
it been availed of by the teachers ? 


Sir JOHN GORST : The Committee 
of Council have made no regulations on 
the subject of reading books in infant 
schools, and there is no reference to it in 
the Code. If phonetic reading books 
were used in such schools, no objection 
would be raised by the Committee ; but 
I am unable to inform the hon. Mem- 
ber to what extent the system is now 
employed. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
any objection to embody in the Code a 
statement to the effect that there is no 
objection to these books in elementary 
schools ? 


Sir JOHN GORST: With regard to 
the Code for next year, I cannot give | 
any undertaking. 


CARDIFF CUSTOM HOUSE. 

Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whether, as the Cardiff merchants and 
shipowners are willing to guarantee the 
rent of a temporary building at the docks 
during the construction of the new Cus- 
tom House, the Board of Customs will 
now grant the same powers for the trans- 
action of business at the Cardiff Docks 
as are enjoyed at the neighbouring Barry 
Docks ? 

Mr. HANBURY: The Board of 
Customs have not yet received any 
definite offer from the local bodies, and 
they do not know whether the latter 
have any special premises to suggest. 
Any definite application to this effect | 
will receive the immediate and favour- 
able attention of the Board. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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| garding 
| between the Mahdi’s troops and Belgian 
‘forces on the Bahr-el-Ghazal ? 


at Sea. 
WAIMA. 


Sir E.ASHMEAD-BARTLETT(Shef. 
field, Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any reparation or explanation 
has been offered by the French Govern. 
ment as to the attack by French troops 
upon a British force at Waima on British 
territory, in December, 1893, by which 
three British Officers lost their lives ? 

*Mr. CURZON: The geographical 
position of Waima has not yet been 
fixed, and it is not known, therefore, in 
whose territory it lies. It was decided 
to make the question part of the general 
negotiations with France which were 
suspended under the late Administra- 
tion. 

Si E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Can the right hon. Gentleman state 
whether any efforts have been made 
to ascertain the geographical position of 
Waima ? 

Mr. CURZON : It is cbvious that, 
in a district so little known, that would 
involve labour and expenditure of a very 
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| heavy nature. 


UPPER NILE WATERWAY. 

Sm E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can inform 
the House as to the present position of 
the forces of the Congo Free State and 
of France with regard to the Upper Nile 
waterway ; and whether Her Majesty's 
Government have any information re- 
the reported engagements 


*Mr. CURZON: Her Maijesty’s Go- 
vernment have no official information on 
either point. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Sir GEORGE BADEN - POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale): I beg to ask the 


| President of the Board of Trade whether 


he is aware that Table 61 of the Tables 
relating to Sea Casualties does not give 
the ascertained causes, but only the 
numbers of collisions which took place 
in thick and foggy weather, and that, 
in the minutes of evidence given before 
the Rule of the Road at Sea Committee 


(page 27), Admiral Sir George Nares 
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states that he is not aware that any con- 
cise statement has been drawn up on the 
ascertained causes of collisions in fogs ; 
and whether, with a view to accelerating 
the decision of the Committee promised 
for next Session, there could be prepared 
during the Recess a concise statement, 
over a period of years, of the ascertained 
causes Of collisions which took place 


Evicted Tenants, 


in fogs ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: The table in the 
Wreck Register to which my hon. Friend 
refers gives not only the total number 
of collisions, but also the causes as far 
as reported. During the Recess, how- 
ever, a statement shall be prepared for 
the information of the Rule of the Road 
Committee, giving in a more concise and 
detailed form the ascertained causes of 
collisions which have taken place in thick 
and foggy weather. The work will be 
one of considerable labour and expense, 
and I, therefore, hope that a Return ex- 
tending over two years will be sufficient 
for the purposes of my hon. Friend. 


REMISSION OF SENTENCE. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the cer- 
tificate of Kelsall’s discharge stated that 
he was discharged from custody in con- 
sequence of his having received Her 
Majesty’s pardon ; whether the certifi- 
cate sets forth that, if a pardon is con- 
ditional, the condition on which it has 
been granted must be distinctly stated 
on the back of the certificate ; whether, 
inasmuch as no condition was stated on 
the back of the certificate, Kelsall’s 
pardon was freeand unconditional ; and, 
whether, or upon what condition, he 
would be willing to grant an inquiry as 
to the conduct of the police in connec- 
tion with the trials of John Kelsall and 
Elizabeth Curran 4 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY : It is true 
that, owing to an error at the prison 
whence Kelsall wasdischarged, it is stated 
on the certificate handed to him that he 
was released in consequence of his having 
received Her Majesty’s pardon. This 
is an error; but it in no way affects 
Kelsall’s legal position, the certificate 
of discharge not being the instrument 
under which the convict’s release was 
authorised, but a mere statement by the 
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convenience of the convict and of the 
police of the districts through which he 
would pass. In reality the legal docu- 
ment authorising Kelsall’s release was a 
Royal Warrant stating that, in consider. 
ation of some circumstances humbly 
represented, Her Majesty was pleased 
to remit such part of the sentence as 
remained yet to be undergone. With 
regard to an inquiry as to the conduct 
of the police, I can only say that I concur 
in the view enunciated by my prede- 
cessor, viz., that, in the absence of any 
specific allegations by responsible persons 
against the police, there appears to be no 
ground for inquiry into their conduct. 


EVICTED TENANTS, IRELAND. 

Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
—(1) whether his attention has been 
called to the case of Robert Gleeson, an 
evicted tenant on the estate of Sir John 
Carden, who was sentenced to one 
month’s imprisonment at Templemore 
Petty Sessions on 22nd August; (2) 
whether the prosecution was brought 
under a Statute of Edward ITI. ; and, 
if so, will he explain why ; and (3) will 
he take any steps to have this case 
reopened before the Court of Queen’s 
Bench ? 

*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): As has been already 
explained by my right hon. Friend the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland in answer to 
the question of the hon. Member for 
Mid. Tipperary on Tuesday last. No 
sentence properly so called was passed 
on Robert Gleeson, the person named in 
the question. But the magistrates, in 
the exercise of the jurisdiction which 
they have under these commissions, as 
well as under the statute of Edward ITI., 
in furtherance of preventive justice 
ordered him to give sureties to keep the 
peace and be of good behaviour, or in 
default to be imprisoned for a month. 
He chose the latter alternative. The 
answer to the third paragraph is in the 
negative. The summons served upon 
Robert Gleeson was not expressly 
founded on the statute of 34 Ed. ITI, ec. 1, 
but was in the ordinary form adopted 
for years in Ireland under successive 
Governments, requiring him to appear 





governor of the prison made for the 


and show cause why he should not be 
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ordered to give sureties to keep the 
peace and be of good behaviour. The 
answer to No. 3 paragraph is in the 
negative. 

Mr. DUNBAR BARTON (Armagh, 
Mid.) asked if it was not a fact that a 
large number of tenants were under this 
statute sentenced by the late Govern- 
ment ? 

*THeE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND said, he understood that 
some hundreds of persons had been 
committed to prison under orders such 
as this, but he was unable at present to 
give the precise figures. If his hon. 
Friend wished for any information he 
would be glad if he would put a question 
on the Paper. 

Mr. FLYNN asked if the Govern- 
ment would give this man any facilities 
for bringing his case before the Queen’s 
Bench, and how it was, if he was not 
sentenced, that he was imprisoned for a 
month ¢ 

*Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
TRELAN Dsaid, he hadalready explained 
that the man was ordered by the magis- 
trates to enter into securities to keep the 
peace and be of good behaviour for a 
month, and was not sentenced. As he 
saw no reason whatever for disapprov- 
ing of the order of the magistrates, he 
did not think the Crown would be justi- 
fied in taking any steps in the matter. 

Mr. FLYNN was understood to ask 
if the breach of the peace did not con- 
sist in the man’s saying : 

“These sheep ought to be good sheep, for 
they were grazed on my evicted farm,”’ 


and why, therefore, the magistrates 
made any order. 


*ToeE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND said, that as had been 
already stated there was clear evidence 
of a continued and determined attempt 
to provoke a breach of the peace. 

Mr. FLYNN said, he should raise the 
question on the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own Vote. 


WANT OF EMPLOYMENT. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether the 
Government intend to take any, and, if 


Attorney General for Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 





Poisoned. 1144 


so what, practical steps to obviate 
distress arising from want of employ- 
ment during the coming winter ? 

THE CHANCELLOR or tue EX. 
CHEQUER, who answered the question, 
said: My right hon. Friend, the First 
Lord of the Treasury, has asked me to 
reply to this question, and I have to in- 
form him that her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment fully appreciate the importance of 
the question of the unemployed, and 
they will watch very closely any increase 
of destitution due to want of employ- 
ment, with every desire to render such 
assistance as circumstances admit, if and 
when the conditions during the coming 
winter foreshadowed by the hon. Mem- 
ber should unhappily arise. 


SCHOOL CHILDREN POISONED. 

Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of 148 children poisoned at 
Forest Gate School in 1893, of whom 
two died ; whether it is a fact that the 
superior officer responsible for the supply 
of the poisonous meat, and of certain 
grave irregularities in the accounts, has 
not yet been in any way punished or 
even censured by the Local Government 
Board ; whether the subordinate officer 
who gave evidence of the condition of 
the meat, and against whom there is no 
charge but that of misdirected zeal for 
the children, has been practically dis- 
missed ; whether any censure has been 
passed by the Local Government Board 
on their inspector for the state of the 
schoo] ; and whether there is at this 
moment any better guarantee than 
before that the children in such schools 
receive a proper supply of proper food. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: My attention has 
been called to the fact that in 
June 1893 a large number of children 
at Forest Gate School were seized 
with illness and that two of them 
died. The Poor Law Medical Inspector 
for the District visited the School 
immediately he became aware of the 
outbreak of sickness, and as the result 
of his inquiries he came to the conelu- 
sion that the occurrence was due to the 
consumption by the children of some 
pickled meat which had been used in 
making soup. The Managers and not the 
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Superintendentof the School were respon- | 
siblefor pickled meat beingsupplied under 
contracts for the use of the children, and 
at the inquest which was held touching 
the deaths of the two children the Jury 
added to the verdict an expression of 
their confidence in the Superintendent. 
The Superintendent incorrectly entered 
in his accounts the provisions supplied 
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Tue UNDER SECRETARY oF 


|STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 


MENT (Mr. Jesse Cotiines, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): I am afraid it will not 
be possible to obtain the information 
which the hon. Member desires, but I 
will consult the Lunacy Commissioners. 
Mr. McKILLOP asked whether 
there was anything in the Report? 





to the children on certain days, and the) Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: In the 
Board expressed their dissatisfaction in| Report of the Lunacy Commissioners 
the matter ; but there was no reason to for the present year, the hon, Member 
suppose that the matter had been more will find a Return of the cases of 
than one of inadvertence on his part. insanity caused by intemperance 
No evidence was given by the subordi- | generally. The hon. Gentleman will 
nate officer referred to as to the condition | find other information bearing on 
of the meat which is believed to have|insanity and intemperance in their 
oceasioned the illness of the children, | Report. 

but the officer in question brought cer-| Mr. McKILLOP asked whether it 
tain charges in connection with the food ‘was not a fact that the Committee 
on other occasions which affected the| which sat on the question in 1891-2, 
Superintendent. The Managers sus- had before them a large number of 
pended the officer referred to and re- | samples of spirits collected from public- 
quested that an Inquiry might be insti- | houses and other places, and that the 
tuted by the Local Government Board. | examination failed to find a single case 
kn Inquiry was held accordingly, |of adulteration, except that some were 
with the result that the Board | weaker and some stronger? 

were satisfied that the facts were, Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: That has 
much overstated, and that although | no bearing on the question of the hon, 
it was not clear that the officer might | Member. 

not have to some extent been actuated | 
by zeal in the interest of the children, 
he was distinctly influenced by animosity 
against the Superintendent. The Board | 
considered that the welfare of the chil-| 


dren required that the two officers should | 5 eM 
not both retain their appointments, and; *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 


that there was no reason for requiring | Forest of Dean) asked the Leader of 
the Superintendent's resignation; the | the House what would be taken after 
Board have seen no reason whatever for | the three Votes in Class 5, and the Post 
censuring their Inspector in connection Oflice Vote ; whether the Navy Votes 
with this matter. At the instance of | would be then taken, and if so, what 
the Board, the Managers of this School | provision would be made for the Army 


have ceased to contract for pickled! Votes ! 
meat, Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


‘SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 

chester, E.): There are three Votes in 

ADULTERATED SPIRITS AND Class 5, and the Post Office Vote, which 
INSANITY. _must be taken before we finally dispose 

Mr. J. McKILLOP (Stirlingshire) :) of the Civil Service Estimates. The 
I beg to ask the President of the Local} original plan of the Government was, 
Government Board, whether he will! that after the Civil Service Estimates 
agree to the Motion for a Return re-| were disposed of, the Navy Estimates 
lating to cases of madness attributable | should be taken. I may mention to the 
to the use of adulterated spirits, which | House that if they are prepared to take 
stands on this day’s Paper ? _the discussion on the Army Votes with 
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the Speaker in the Chair, on the Report 
stage on Saturday, probably 
opportunity would be given, if the 
House desires it, for the discussion of 
the important questions raised by the: 
Army Estimates this year, and we 
should thus gain an additional day’s 
holiday. Of course that is not a plan 
which the Government would think of 
forcing upon the House if it were not 
the general wish. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) asked, when the Post Office 
Vote would be taken ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREA- 
SURY was understood to say on 
Friday. 

*Sir C. DILKE said, in any case, 
whether that arrangement was agreed 
to or not, he hoped the Government | 
would not attempt to force through the 
War Office Vote or the Army Estimates, 
on which the ammunition question 
might be discussed, at an inconvenient 
hour on Friday night. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Of course I cannot be at all 
sure that the time left on Friday night, | 
after the disposal of the remaining Votes | 
on the Civil Service Estimates, will en- | 
able that Vote to be discussed at a con- | 
venient hour, but, whether convenient | 
or not, we hope that possibly it may be 
taken that night. I will make a state- | 
ment on the subiect at a later stage. 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.) | 
asked if the second reading of the West | 
Highland Railway Bill would be taken | 
on Friday, in view of the statements | 
made on the previous night as to its | 
contentious character ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA-| 
SURY: I will consult with my right 
hon. Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the subject. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES understood | 
that the Navy Estimates would be| 
taken. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he had endeavoured to 
collect the general view of Members on 
both sides. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES trusted the 
Navy Estimates would not come on at 
an inconveniently late hour. 


THE FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Yes. 
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*Srr CHARLES DILKE aid, per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman would bear 
in mind the Army Estimates, on which 
it would be necessary to discuss the im- 
portant statement of Lord Lansdowne. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES | asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
bear in mind that the Navy Estimates 
were quite as important as the Army 
Estimates. 


ORDFRS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


Mr. J. W. LowruHer in the Chair 


(In the Committee.’ 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


On the Vote of £88,376, to com- 
plete the sum for Local Government 
Board, Ireland, 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.), called at- 
tention to the salaries and expenses of 
the inspectors under the Board. When 
these gentlemen were directed to make 


inquiries about certain grievances laid 


before the House by Nationalist Mem- 
bers, they reported that no such griev- 
ances existed [“Order, order!”] There 
was so much noise that he could not 
hear the sound of his own _ voice 
[Laughter.| Then when it was proved 
that the grievances existed, the inspec- 
tors tried to minimise it, and finally they 


ihad to admit that the statements made 


were correct. When last year it 
was urged that relief works should be 
to the failure of the 
potato crop, the failure was at first 
flatly denied and afterwards admitted. 
The fact was the reports received by the 
Nationalist Members from Lough Swilly 
to Cape Clear, proved to be painfully 
accurate. The old stereotyped answer, 
however, was always given, and when the 
inspectors were asked to call on the 
parish priest or the rector, they declined. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
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would not place unreserved reliance on 
the reports of officials, but would pay 
some attention to the statements put 
forward by public representative bodies 
in Ireland. With reference to the 
Labourers’ Act, they did not operate to 
any extent in Ulster where the Boards 
of Guardians were dominated by the 
landlords, and he appealed to the Local 
Government Board to exercise the com- 
pulsory powers which they possessed in 
order to provide decent cottages for the 
poorest peasantry in the world. There 
was another point. The Local Govern- 
ment Board recently appointed vice- 
guardians in Killarney Union. The 
system of appointing vice-guardians was 
one to which they were opposed as being 
subversive of the principle of local self- 
government ; and it was favoured by the 
landlord class, who were opposed to self- 
government in any shape or form in 
Ireland. In the case of Killarney, he 
maintained that the action of the vice- 
guardians was ultra vires in connection 
with the administration of the Labourers’ 
Acts. A labourer in the union had 
been made a tenant of a cottage, and fell 
into arrears with his rent. The Guar- 
dians gave him notice to quit, and he then 
tendered the rent. They accepted it, but 
proceeded with the eviction because of a 
dispute between the labourer and his 
landlord with reference to a gate. He 
contended that while the vice-guardians 
were entitled to evict the man for non- 
payment of rent, or in consequence of 
the dilapidation of the cottage, they 
were not entitled to evict him because of 
the dispute about the gate. 

Mr. P.J. POWER (Waterford, E.) said, 
it was a matter of regret that they must 
acknowledge that nearly all the members 
of the Local Government Board, and 
nearly all the officials, were entirely out 
of sympathy with the Irish people, who 
had not the least confidence in them. 
There were one or two admitted griev- 
ances which could very easily be remedied. 


Again and again attention had been) 


drawn to the question of the deportation 
of paupers. At every meeting of the 
Waterford Board of Guardians they re- 
ceived communications from Unions in 
Great Britain that people of Irish birth, 
who had become chargeable on the rates, 
would be sent back to their own country. 
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He maintained that the community that 
had had the benefit of a man’s work 
when he was self-supporting should pro- 
vide for him when he was overtaken by 
illness or poverty in his old age. The 
most contradictory part of the present 
arrangement was that Englishmen, 
Scotchmen or Welshmen, who become 
chargeable on the rates in Ireland, could 
not be deported. He did not desire that 
they should be, and, as a rule, they were 
very much better looked after in Irish 
unions than were Irish paupers in 
England. The Irish were accused of in- 
tolerance. Well, in Waterford Union 
out of between 800 and 1,000 paupers 
something like 15 only were Protestants. 
Yet they had a ward for themselves, and 
officers of their own religious persuasion, 
and a respectable salary was paid to a 
clergyman of the Church of England to 
minister to their spiritual wants. If 
such an arrangement was necessary for 
Protestants in Ireland, he maintained 
that it was far more necessary for 
Catholics in England, and yet, so far as 
his experience went, it did not prevail. 
He hoped that in the near future the 





right hon. Gentleman who was the head 
|of the Local Government Board, would 
|draw attention to the question. He was 
isure the right hon. Gentleman would 
approach it with sympathy, and _ his 
only fear was that in the office which 
he had been called upon to fill 
the right hon. Gentleman would find 
himself in an _ impossible position. 
He wished to say a word with regard to 
the Labourers’ Dwellings Act. A ques- 
tion was addressed to the right hon. 
Gentleman the other day on the subject, 
and he was very glad to hear him say 
that he would give his attention to the 
matter, with a view to ascertaining 
whether it would be possible to introduce 
some Bill to facilitate the working of 
that Act. He would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether it would not be pos- 
‘sible to reduce the rate of interest at 
which the money was advanced under 
|the Act? Everybody who had seen them 
must have been appalled at the wretched 





habitations in which Irish labourers 
lived. In Leinster and Munster, guar- 
dians had made an honest endeavour to 
rectify this state of things, and it was 
very gratifying to see the old cottages 
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disappearing and decent habitations | 
being erected. If the right hon. Gen-| 
tleman would visit the West of Ireland, | 
he would see that in many cases the rate- 
payers were most impoverished and 
unable to bear further taxation, and he 
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concerned every union in Ireland, and 
had given rise to a considerable amount 
of correspondence. He knew the Trea- 
sury had already refused to pay half these 
salaries, but a particular decision of the 
Treasury need not bind all Governments, 


would come to the conclusion that if the 
Act was to be worked it was absolutely of reconsideration. Allusion had been 
necessary to reduce the rate of interest. | made to the work of the inspectors em- 
One of the most sympathetic speeches the | ployed by the Local Government Board, 
right hon. Gentleman’s brother ever |and he could corroborate a great deal of 
delivered was after a visit to some of | what had been said. It was, however, 
these congested districts. There were | only due to the inspectors who had been 
two other matters he wished to allude to. | sent to his part of the country, in con- 
One of the provisions of the Poor Law| nection with improvement schemes 
in Ireland was that anyone who entered | under the Labourers’ Act, to say that 
the poorhouses must wear the dress of | they had done their duty with ability 
the particular union. He would not go|and impartiality; and while he con- 
into that question particularly now, but | demned the general administration of the 
he would direct attention to this point, | Board, and the inspectors who had been 
that in most parts of Ireland the hos-/|sent to report on the state of the country, 
pitals where those who could afford to| who had, as a rule, denied every state- 
pay a little could go, were comparatively ment made from the Irish Benches, 
indifferent. He thought it was a matter | though they had in the end been obliged 


and he thought the matter was worthy 


worthy of the attention of the Local |to admit their truth, he thought it was 
Government Board, whether some relaxa-| only just to say that these particular in- 
tion of the rules which governed the | spectors had conducted their inquiries 


matter might not be introduced, and | with impartiality and to the satisfaction 
whether in some cases paying wards/of the ratepayers. He put these points 


could not be established, so that it might 
not be necessary for people who did wish 
to do so, to wear the uniform of the 
union. It was quite possible that some- 
thing might be done which would to 
some extent relieve the rates, and at the 
same time provide hospital accommoda- 


confidently before the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, not in any Party spirit, but as 
one having an intimate knowledge of 
local administration, and he hoped he 
would inquire into them. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 8.) 


complained that in its attitude towards 





tion for people who could not get proper | Boards of Guardians the Local Govern- 
treatment in their homes. He hoped|ment Board was unsympathetic and 
the right hon. Gentleman would consult! unprogressive. The Guardians elected 
the Local Government Board on the | by the ratepayers had no real power in 
subject. _Another matter was that half | respect of the expenditure of the rates. 
the salaries of officials appointed under | Their position was farcical, for they 
the Public Health Act were paid out of | could not build even a pig-house without 
the Imperial Fund. Of late, a certain | obtaining the sanction of the Local 
class of officials, inspectors of dairies and|Government Board. They could not 
cowsheds, and so forth, were appointed |spend a single shilling without per- 
by the local authorities, who also paid | mission; if they attempted to do so 
their salaries. In the interests of|they were at once rapped over the 
public health, the Local Government |knuckles and ran the risk of being 
Board thought it advisable to take these | superseded. If the British Government 
appointments out of the hands of the| wished to encourage the erection of 
local authorities, but they had not labourers’ cottages they ought to lend 
adopted towards these officials the system | the money required for the work to 
they adopted towards others of their offi-| Boards of Guardians at 24 per cent. 
cials, namely, that of paying half their! The visits paid to unions by the sub- 
salaries. Their salaries were still paid | inspectors of the Board were often much 
by the local authorities. The matter} too short, and these officials were apt 


Mr. P. J. Power. 
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to obtain their information from in- 
terested parties instead of from indepen- 
dent sources, yet whatever they reported 
to the Department was accepted as 
Gospel truth. He objected to the ex- 
portation to Ireland of Irish paupers 
who had spent the best part of their 
lives in England and Scotland. When 
the substance had been taken out of men 
and they were of no further use in this 
country they were sent over to Ireland 
to be a burden upon the rates. In this 
connection it would be remembered that 
the Irish people could not send away 
from their country the English and 
Scotch paupers who were found there. 
The Local Government Board had issued 
an order directing that boys under 14, 
and girls under 16 must not be sent out 
to service. He was not himself in 
favour of sending very young children 
out to service, as that might interfere 
with their education, but he hoped this 
order would not be applied too rigidly, 
for it was often desirable that children 
reared in workhouses and other public 
institutions should be sent to live with 
small farmers by whom they could be 
taught habits of industry. He hoped 
earnestly that the Chief Secretary would 
cause the Local Government Board to 
relax its stringency and to act more in 
sympathy with the people. It was not 
astonishing that the people of Ireland 
were so anxious to have Home Rule, 
seeing that the laws were made in this 
country and were administered by 
officials who were foreign to the popula- 
tion in religion and sentiment. He 
urged the right hon. Gentleman to do his 
best to redress the grievances for which 
the Local Government Board was re- 
sponsible. 

Mr. J. GILHOOLY (Cork County, 
W.) : The inspecting officials of the Local 
Government Board were generally men 
who were not fitted for their position. 
Many of them were retired officers who 
had no sympathy with the people and 
knew nothing about the working of the 
Poor Law. Their salaries were really 
money thrown away, because they 
rendered little or no service of value 
in return. When they visited a Union 
they often travelled down from Dublin 
by one train and returned by the next 
and then they thought themselves 
qualified to write an elaborate report 
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respecting the condition of the place. 
In connection with the building of 
labourers’ cottages, his experience was 
that the sympathies of the inspectors 
were with the landlords and not with 
the poorer classes. During the period 
of distress an inspector whom he knew 
acknowledged to him that the distress 
in the Union which he represented was 
considerable, and yet this same gentle- 
man, when questions were asked in that 
House on the subject, actually told the 
authorities more than once that there 
was no distress in the Union. That 
was an example of things which in- 
spectors did. It was a pity that the 
clerks of Unions, who were experienced 
and practical men, were seldom or never 
appointed as sub-inspectors by the Local 
Government Board. In that office ex- 
cessive fees were charged in connection 
with the erection of labourers’ cottages, 
the result being that a cottage that 
could be built for £50 or £60 cost 
in the end £150 or more. There was 
no reason why building plots should not 
be acquired without the intervention of 
an inspector, who under the present 
system was always sent down from 
Dublin. Local valuers might be per- 
mitted with advantage to inspect the 
land and report thereupon, so that the 
work would be done for much less than 
was now charged. 

Mr. JASPER TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) 
advocated the amalgamation of Unions 
in Ireland. There were too many work- 
houses, and some effort ought to be 
made to reduce the number in proportion 
to the reduction that had taken place in 
the number of population. Farmers who 
found it very difficult to make both ends 
meet thought it very hard that high 
poor-rates should be continually coming 
in. But in any scheme of amalgamation 
certain conditions ought to be observed. 
There should in the first place be an 
area which would serve as a unit for 
taxation purposes, union purposes and 
the general purposes of local rates. At 
present in Ireland there were parishes 
overlapping electorial divisions, baronies 
overlapping unionsand unionsoverlapping 
counties. The second condition to be ob- 
served was that the general convenience 
of the districts concerned should be con- 
sulted in effecting amalgamation, either 
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the railways or the roads that converge 
to the spot chosen for the establishment 
of the workhouse of a locality. While| officials. The work had been done in the 
favouring amalgamation generally he| the month of July, and when the clerk 
was opposed to amalgamation in the and collectors put in their accounts for 
case of the Ballymahon Union, because services rendered a month before the 
he did not think that in this case they | order was issued, the Guardians were 
could observe the conditions which he} puzzled as to whether they should pay 
had explained ought to be complied| under the old or under the new and 
with. The Local Government Board! reduced scale. Some guardians paid 
inspector had reported that if the under the new scale, but were sued for 
the difference by the officials and were 
decreed against. In the other cases, 
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issued a new order fixing a reduced scale 
of payment for the services of the Union 


amalgamation of the Union were effected | 
the people of Ballymahon would suffer a 


serious loss, and his view was supported 
by that of the Roman Catholic Bishop. | 
The most Rev. Dr. Hoare, the prelate | 
in question, said :— 


where payment had been made under the 
old scale, the auditors of the Local 
Government Board, acting on the advice 
'of the Law Adviser, surcharged the 


| guardians, who were made to pay the 
“My — is ane any es pt at | difference between the new and the old 
yresent. ere shou pe a Qeneral overhauling | . ° « 
by the Imperial Pantiemenh who established | scale out of their — pocket. Thus, 
these workhouses, or better still, by a Home| Where the guardians paid under the new 
Rule Parliament, who would best understand | scale they were brought into court by 
the wants of our people. If in destroying the | the officials who obtained decrees against 
existing state of things, you put more burdens them, and where they aid under 
on the ratepayers, you would be cursed with | - y ?P 
the same evils as afflicted those who introduced | the old scale they were surcharged by the 
light railways.” auditors. If they were to continue the 
| position of Law Adviser to the Local 
He thought that in a case of this kind,| Government Board, the gentleman who 
where not only the Local Government | occupied that position, before he issued 
Board Inspector was unfavourable to such | arbitrary opinions or advice, should at 
a scheme being carried out, but where) least consult an eminent lawyer like the 
the Roman Catholic Bishop of the district | present Attorney General for Ireland. 
was also opposed to it, as well as the large |The Vote contained an increase of £200 
bulk of local feeling, any accidental | for vaccine lymph. He knew that, owing 
majority of the Board of Guardians| to the small-pox scare in Dublin, there 
should not be allowed to carry out a! was a general state of alarm throughout 
project that would afterwards interfere | parts of Ireland, and the Local Govern- 
with any general scheme of amalgamation | ment Board issued some instructions as 
that must be effected in the whole of! to the necessity of vaccination and re- 
Ireland, if the workhouses were to be! vaccination, but it was never expected 
brought down to the level that would be | that this re-vaccination would be carried 
amply sufficient for the requirements of| out in the wholesale fashion it was in 
the people. There was an item in the| districts where a case of small-pox had 
Vote for the Law Adviser to the Local| not been known for years. He noticed 
Government Board. He did not know!from a Belfast newspaper that the 
the name of this gentleman, but he) guardians of one of the Northern Unions 


thought the Local Government Board 
should endeavour in some of the decisions 
they made to be guided by advice that 


complained of the way in which the 
doctors carried on a crusade of wholesale 
re-vaccination, one of these gentlemen 


would be sustained by the Courts of Law. 
In the Union in which he paid rates a 
serious complication ensued a year or two 
ago owing to the advice given by the Law 
Adviser to the Local Government Board.| heavy bills being incurred by many 
Again, owing to complaints made by a! unions. In one case it amounted to 
number of unions in the North of Ireland | something like £400, which entailed an 
as to the excessive expenses of carrying | additional tax of 2d. or 3d. per pound on 
out the Franchise Act, the Local Govern-! the farmers, who were ill able to bear any 
ment Board in the month of August| further burdens. The question of night 


Mr. Jasper Tully. 


going so far that whenever he met a man 
in the road, he stepped off his car and 
forthwith performed the operation of 
re-vaccination. This had resulted in 
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nursing in union hospitals in Ireland was 
one which required immediate attention. 
It was still in the primitive condition of 
40 or 50 years ago, and persons had been 
allowed to die without having nurses to 
attend to them or the means of obtaining 
medical assistance. He observed from a 


letter written by Dr. Jacob, the editor of | 
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to remedy the defects he complained of; 
but without effect. He hoped that when 
the right hon. Gentleman visited Ireland 
he would give some consideration to these 
practical points, attention to which would 
probably effect some good in the manage- 
ment of the unions. 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.), 





the Medical Press, that in 43 out of 79|in a maiden speech, contended that the 
workhouses, of which they had informa-{ Local Government Board was essentially 
tion, containing 2,694 inmates, there | congested, that the amount of work put 
were no trained nurses, and in 61 the!|into its hands was much more than it 
wards were in charge of paupers at) could perform, and accordingly a great 
night. Even in workhouses where | number of duties which rationally belong 
a trained nurse was employed she was | to it were neglected. One of the principal 
expected to be both day and night nurse, | duties of the Local Government Board 
besides discharging other increasing | should be the administration of Poor Law 
duties. This was a serious state of things, | Relief, whether as regarded the mainte- 
and he hoped in the interests of humanity nance of the poor pauper class or the 
that the right hon. Gentleman would see| treatment of the sick poor, and he 
that proper provision was made for | thought one of the reasons why they had 
nursing the sick at night in union|to complain of the fact that the 
hospitals. Another question of great| usual duties of the Local Govern- 
importance was that of pauper lunaticsin| ment Board were neglected, was be- 


workhouses in Ireland. He was aware 
that, because of the overcrowding in the 
asylums, there had been a move to confine 
a number of pauper lunatics in the work- 
houses instead of sending them to the 
asylums. This had been attended with 


a great deal of hardship to these poor. 


afflicted beings. In Longford Workhouse 
at present a very ugly state of things 
prevailed. At the very last meeting of 
the guardians a report was presented 
from the medical officer in which he drew 
a most painful picture of the wretched 
accommodation provided for the lunatics, 
In this Report Dr. Cochrane said :— 


|cause other matters, of which the 
members of that Board, he feared, 
/knew very little, had to be attended to. 
|The constitution of the Local Govern- 
‘ment Board in Ireland made the office 
‘rest, practically, in the hands of three 
gentlemen, together with the Chief Sec- 
retary. They had to consider the 
Housing of the Working Classes, the 
working of the Labourers’ Act, the Fran- 
chise Act, and a number of other things 
which made it absolutely impossible for 
three men, no matter how able or 
intelligent, properly to discharge their 
duties. It was a remarkable fact that 


| with the population of the country de- 


“There are a number of lunatics in the 
house. There is no proper accommodation for 
them, no trained attendants, without which 
they cannot be humanely cared for or treated. | 
The cells provided for their immurement are | 
veritable black holes, 14 feet square, 13 feet high, | 
no windows or ventilators, except a sort of a hole 
high up in the wall; no furniture, bar a plank 
bed, surmounted by a wisp of straw. The un- 
fortunate lunatic in his bed is hid away in his | 
dungeon at eight o’clock every night, a strong | 
door is bolted on him, and there is no more | 
about him till eight o’clock next morning, | 
when he is let out by the pauper inmates, who | 
are the only available attendants.”’ 


creasing and the wealth of the people 
seriously impaired by bad seasons and 
other causes, that the amount of the 
poor-rates lodged every year seemed 
rather to increase than to decrease. He 


‘found that there was an increase of 
| £56,327 in the amount of public rates 


lodged in 1893 over and above the 
amount of the previous year. He wanted 
an explanation of what was done with 
the large difference between the amount 
expended in relief and the amount 











‘collected. During 1893, the sum of 
The Inspector of the Local Government | £1,278,834 was lodged as for poor-rates 
Board was present at the meeting at| collected throughout the whole country, 
which this report was presented, and the|and of that sum only £716,240 was 
Local Government Board had called upon | accounted for in respect of relief of the 
the guardians to earry out the recom-| poor. The work of the Board should be 
mendations made by the medical officer | confined exclusively to relief of the poor. 
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Travelling a short month ago in Mayo, 
he saw posted on the police baxracks a 
list of voters for the barony of Erris 
for 1896. There weresomething like 2,028 
names on the list, and of those, fully 1,500 
were officially objected to. Therefore, 
if in the course of next year it became 
necessary to hold an Election in the 
Northern Division of Mayo, 1,500 voters 
who took part in the Election of 1895 
would be struck off the list because an 
official objection could not be got over. 
It was imperative with the revising 
barrister to strike off the list names 
objected to by the officials in charge of 
the Department. He happened to know 
that in this particular case a grave 
injustice had been done to those 1,500 
voters. The Clerk of the Union averred 
that it was the fault of the people 
themselves for not paying their rates, 
but he was informed by the priests and 
people who ought to know, that had the 
proper steps been taken before July Ist, 
the rates would have been paid and the 
people not placed in such an awkward 
position. The administration of the 
Franchise Acts ought not to be entrusted 
to a band of men who were ignorant 
and negligent of their duties. Again, 
it was impossible for the Local Govern- 
ment Board, as at present constituted, 
efficiently to administer the Labourers’ 
Acts, and in proof he cited an inquiry 
conducted in the Union of Longford, in 
connection with an application for the 
erection of 120 cottages, where the Local 
Government Board allowed something 
like 3} years to elapse before the 
inspector came down to examine into 
the applications. Of the 120 applica- 
tions, 86 were rejected, and only 34 were 
approved. Meanwhile, the unfortunate 
labourers were in a pitiable condition, 
their houses being in a most insanitary 
condition. The fact was the Local 
Government Board ought not to be 
allowed to administer an Act of which 
they had little knowledge, and he feared 
little desire at headquarters to carry out. 
He wished to support the remarks of his 
hon. Friend the Member for South 
Leitrim, in regard to the amalgamation 
of the Ballymahon Union and the 
treatment of pauper lunatics in Longford 
Workhouse. He trusted the question 
of amalgamation would engage the 
serious attention of the Chief Secretary, 
and that he would deal with it in a 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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broad and liberal spirit. They had a 


great number of workhouses in Ireland. 
There were a great number of people, no 
doubt, who required relief from time to 
time, but this fact deserved consideration, 
that the vast majority of the poor 
people who claimed relief at the hands 
of guardians were strongly inclined to 
avail themselves of the outdoor rather 
than the indoor provisions of the Poor 
Law Acts. They considered that it 
demeaned and degraded them to have to 
go into the house, wear the garb of the 
union, and conform to a number of 
regulations which were repugnant to 
them. For the question of amalgamation 
he might cite the case of the County of 
Longford. That was a small county, 
and yet there were in it three unions. 
Those unions overlapped other counties, 
and other baronies and other parishes. 
He trusted that if the subject of amal- 
gamation received consideration at the 
hands of the Chief Secretary the right 
hon. Gentleman would, before he allowed 
the Local Government Board to destroy 
the Ballymahon Union, have regard to 
the whole question of poor-law relief in 
Longford. On those grounds he was 
inclined to express the hope that the 
Resolution, passed by what he must 
describe as a snatch majority of that 
Board, might not affect the minds of the 
Local Government Board in what they 
considered their duty. No doubt the 
condition of things as regarded lunatics 
in workhouses was very lamentable. He 
was persuaded that when the Governors 
of Longford refused to carry out the 
suggestions of the doctor they had not 
given the full consideration to the 
question which its urgency demanded. 
Recently, efforts were made in the Union 
to remove from the bad conditions under 
which they lived, some of the unfortunate 
lunatics and transfer them to the district 
asylum at Mullingar. The Governors 
of the asylum promptly packed the 
lunatics back to Longford. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether it was judicious that a work- 
house for the relief of the poor should 
also be made a lunatic asylum, and 
whether pressure could not be brought 
to bear on the Directors of the Mullingar 
Asylum to take the lunatics altogether. 
Returning for a moment to the question 
of the constitution of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, he thought that, notwith- 
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standing the superior abilities of the| 
three gentlemen forming the Board, it | 
was unequitable and unjust to expect | 
them to discharge a number of cumbrous | 
duties and expect them to discharge | 
those duties to the satisfaction of the 
country at large. In conclusion, he 
trusted some steps might be taken to 
improve the conditions under which | 
r-law relief was given in Ireland. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp_ Batrour, 
Leeds, Central) complimented the hon. 
Member who had just sat down upon 
the ability as well as upon the know- 
ledge of the subject he had displayed in 
his first speech in the House. If there 
was, as the hon. Gentleman said, any- 
thing unsatisfactory in the administra- 
tion of the Local Government Board, it 
arose, he thought, more from the causes 
which the hon. Member indicated— 
namely, the great amount and the great 
variety of the labour which was cast) 
upon the Board, rather than any in-| 
competence on the part of that body. 
The Local Government Board, like any 
other Department in Ireland which had 
difficult and delicate duties to discharge, | 
must expect to be a mark for severe | 
criticism, and the only natural defender | 
of the Department was the chief Secre- 
tary himself. If his predecessor had 
been in the House he, no doubt, would 
have been able to reply more effectually 
than he could do to some of the strictures 
which had been passed upon the Board ; 
but, although he was new to his office, 
hewished it to bedistinctly understood he 
in no way associated himself with any- 
thing that had been said against the 
members of the Board so far as regarded 
their competency or their devotion to 
their duties. [‘“ Hear, hear!”] The 
hon. Member for East Cork complained 
that the Local Government Board was 
very unready tu acknowledge any state 
of distress when attention was called in 
the first instance to it, that they moved 
tardily, and only under the greatest pres- 
sure. A public body must necessarily 
proceed with great caution, and the 
passage in the Report of the Local Go- 
vernment Board to which the hon. 
Gentleman referred showed that the 
distress of last year was not neglected, 
but that the Board did its best from the 
first to ascertain the facts. He could 
not, therefore, admit that in that matter | 
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the Board were really slower than they 
should have been to acknowledge the 
condition of affairs. The hon. Member 
next referred to the operation of the 
Labourers Acts. There was no doubt 
that the working of those Acts was 
cumbrous and slow in a lamentable 
degree, and, as he had already stated 
this afternoon, he should make it his 


| business to inquire whether it would not 


be desirable to introduce some amending 
legislation to facilitate the acquisition 
of cottages under the Acts.  [“ Hear, 
hear!”|] It might be of some interest 
to the Committee if he stated how far 
the Acts had been carried into effect, 
He thought hon. Members would admit 
that, although the operations under the 
Act had been slow, a considerable amount 
of good had already been done. Up to 
the 3lst of March, 1894, the total num- 
ber of cottages authorised under the 
Acts was 12,937, and during the year 
ending March 31st last the number had 
been increased by 1,126. In addition, 513 
were in the course of being sanctioned. 
What he thought was remarkable was 
the curious difference between the differ- 
ent parts of Ireland in respect to the 
operation of the Acts. He found that 
claims had recently been submitted to 
the Local Government Board for 2,132 
new cottages. Out of these only 101 
were from Ulster, only 26 from Con- 
naught, whereas from Munster there 
were 1,086, and from Leinster 919. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] From these statistics 
he was afraid there could be no doubt 
that Boards of Guardians in Ulster were 
slower to adopt the provisions of the 
Labourers Act than the Boards of 
Guardians of the other provinces—- 
[ Vationalist cheers] ; and he believed the 
Local Government Board had found it 
necessary in Ulster alone to exercise 
their compulsory powers. [Nationalist 
cheers|. The hon. Member seems to 
think that the supercession of Boards 
of Guardians and the appointment of 
Vice-Guardians was a common practice 
on the part of the Local Government 
Board. He could assure the hon. Mem- 
ber that that was not the case. The Local 
Government Board only adopted that 
course of action in cases of extreme 
urgency ; and he should say that if the 
Board erred at all it erred in the direc- 
tion of not putting its compulsory powers 
in force rather than in the direction of 
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putting them in force. The hon. Mem-|were surrounded by people of different 
ber for East Waterford complained that | religious views, whose remarks, to say 
the poor of Ireland were liable to be | the ‘least, were most unpleasant and un- 
sent over from England or Scotland to | seasonable. 
Ireland, while the English and Scotch! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, he 
poor in Ireland were not deported to| was not blaming the practice in Ireland 
their native places. That was the fact.|at all. He quite recognised that Ireland 
His predecessor in office had stated, in| in this respect did what was not done in 
reply to a question, that he had prepared | England ; but he presumed the only 
the heads of a Bill dealing with the de-| reason why the practice was not adopted 
portation of paupers from Great Britain | ‘in England was because no complaints 
to Ireland. He could promise that | had been received in England on the 
he would not lose sight of the subject. | subject. [‘ Hear, hear ! aN He had also 
He would inquire into the reasons why | been asked by the hon. Member for East 
this curious difference prevailed—a differ-| Waterford whether he could induce the 
ence, he admitted, he saw no adequate | Treasur y to reduce the rate of interest 
reasons for—[ Nationalist cheers |—and if | on loans under the Labourers’ Act. He 
necessary he would endeavour, by means | should think that every Chief Secretary 
of legislation, to remedy any grievance | in turn had always urged the Treasury 
of the kind that existed. {Renewed | to reduce the amount of interest on loans 
cheers.| The next point of the hon.|in Ireland to the lowest possible point ; 
Member for East Waterford was that| and he could assure the hon. Gentleman 
Roman Catholics were not provided with | that he would not be behind his prede- 
separate wards in workhouses in England, | cessors in that respect. [‘* Hear, hear !”] 
although Protestants had separate ‘wards | But whether he was successful or not 
in workhouses in Roman Catholic por-| would, he was afraid, depend on the 
tions of Ireland. The explanation he| Treasury as much ason him. [Laughter | 
had received as to this difference between | The hon. Member referred to the extreme 
the two countries was that in Ireland} poverty of the unions in the West of 
the danger of proselytising was recognised | Ireland, and urged him to go there and 
by both sides. 'see for himself the state of things in 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) :| that part of. the country. He not only 
No, no; certainly not. ‘should go, but he would go at an early 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not) period, to the poorer districts in Ireland, 
wish to say anything offensive to the | and should see for himself the condition 
hon, Gentleman. of affairs. [‘ Hear, hear!”| He was 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: It was only too painfully aware that the taxable 
very offensive. ‘capacity of many of those unionists had 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is| already reached its limit. He thought 
what I gather from the information I| it was the poverty of those unions; it 
have been supplied with. In England | was the want of reserves at the command 
this is not a burning question, while in | of the guardians that in many cases gave 
Ireland, so far as 1am aware, it has been| rise to the state of things which other 
a burning question. ‘hon. Members had complained of — 
Mr. POWER (interposing) said, his) namely, the want of proper attention to 
point had nothing whatever to do with | the sick. The treatment of the sick in 
the question of proselytism. What he) workhouses left very much to be desired; 
ventured to say was that in Ireland|and he could assure the hon. Member 
guardians were more tolerant and more | | that the Local Government were at the 
Christian in their treatment of non-| present time doing their utmost to induce 
Catholics committed to their care than | guardians to improve the condition of 
guardians in England were in their treat-| things in their hospitals, and more espe- 
ment of Catholics. It was consoling, | cially the system of night nursing. But, 
no doubt, to Protestants in Irish unions as he had said, it was not unwillingness 
to have the ministrations of their own | but want of resource that prevented the 
clergymen when dying and to be sur-' guardians in poor unions from doing 
rounded by people of the same faith.| better things for the sick in their 
But in many English unions where hospitals. The hon. Member for South 
priests attended dying Catholics they | Monaghan cumplained that the guardians 


Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
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had no power to spend money without 
the permission of the Local Government 
Board. That permission applied to Eng- 
land as well as to Ireland ; and it was 
obvious that there must be some control 
of the gross abuse that would ensue. The 
hon. Member also touched on the ques- 
tion of boarding out pauper children 
from the workhouses. He believed that 
at the present there was nothing to pre- 
vent children being boarded out, and in 
England, at all events, the system of 
boarding out children had come into 
greater favour of late years. He per- 
sonally agreed with the hon. Member 
that the boarding-out system was desir- 
able ; and his influence would be directed 
towards increasing the adoption of that 
system as far as possible. 

Mr. DALY (interposing) said, his 
point was that there seemed to be an 
objection on the part of the Local 
Government Board to adopting the 
system. At a recent meeting of the 
Board of Guardians of which he was a 
member, a circular was received from the 
Local Government Board almost telling 
the guardians not to board out the 
children. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, that 
so far as he was aware there was no legal 
difficulty in the way of adopting the 
system ; but what the actual policy of 
the Local Government Board was he did 
not at present know. It was one of the 
points to which he would direct his at- 
tention. The hon. Member for South 
Leitrim called attention to the question 
of the amalgamation of unions and the 
classification of paupers, in respect to 
which his hon. Friend the Member for 
South Derry asked him the other day 
whether he would appoint a Commission 
to inquire into the subject. He was not 
in favour of Commissions when the in- 
formation could be procured in other 
ways. But he recognised that this was 
a very important subject ; and if he were 
unable to obtain in regard to it informa- 
tion which would enable him to come to 
a conclusion, he certainly should not be 
adverse to inquiry by Commission. It 
was true that the guardians of the Bally- 
mahon Union passed a resolution in 
favour of amalgamation, under the 
presumption that there would be a 


saving, whereas the Report of the In- 
spector showed that in all probability 
actual loss. 


there would be an 
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As to the necessity for a law officer to 
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the Local Government Board, that 
Department had a great many difficult 
legal questions to deal with, and could 
not very well dispense with the services 
of a legal adviser. An hon. Member 
had referred to a case in which the 
opinion of the Board’s law officer had 
differed from the decision ultimately 
given by the Courts. That was a mis- 
fortune which might happen to the best 
legal adviser ; and on the grounds stated 
by the hon. Member he could not agree 
that the legal adviser to the Board ought 
to be a more competent person. The 
mere fact that legal opinions differed on 
questions notoriously difficult to decide 
was no proof of incompetency. As to 
the question of pauper lunatics being 
sent vo asylums instead of to workhouses, 
there was a great deal to be said in 
favour of that plan. But he feared that 
at present there was not sufficient ac- 
commodation in the existing asylums to 
receive all the pauper lunatics ; and here 
again the question of expense had to be 
considered. Although, in the case of 
pauper lunatics in the asylums, the Ex- 
chequer paid half the expense of main- 
tenance, the expense for the guardians 
was still greater than that of maintain- 
ing the lunatics in the workhouse. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) called the Chief Secretary’s atten- 
tion to the practice of deporting paupers 
from England to their places of birth in 
Ireland. For the last 40 years, scarcely 
a year had passed without this question 
being brought forward by the Irish 
Members, and yet to-day the situation 
was exactly as it was half a century ago. 
Much cruelty to these poor old people, 
who had wasted their lives for manu- 
facturers and mine owners in England, 
was wrought by transferring them from 
the workhouses in England and casting 
them helpless and penniless on the 
shores of Treland. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would give the subject his 
earnest attention. He was ready to give 
the right hon. Gentleman credit for per- 
fect sincerity in desiring to remove the 
causes of the complaints which had been 
made by Irish Members; and he was 
glad that the right hon. Gentleman had 
admitted that the working of the 
Labourers’ Acts was cumbrous and slow 
He might have added that the expense 
of working the Acts was out of all 
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proportion to the value of the cottages 
erected. He trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s amending Act would deal 
with this question of expense. He 
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wished to call attention to the way in) 
which the Guardians of Rathdown Union | 
had frustrated every attempt on the 


part of the labourers in that Union to 
obtain cottages. For some years back 
representations had been made to the 
guardians; schemes for labourers’ cot 
tages had been submitted; inspections 
by sanitary officers had been held; and 
still there had not been a solitary cot- 
tage built in the Union, though it was 
one of the most important and wealthy 


in Ireland, covering a part of two coun- | 


ties, and including a large number of 
labourers, many of whom now lived in 
houses not fit for human habitation. 


For a long time the Guardians had had | 


in their hands £500, given to them ex- 
pressly for the purpose of building 
labourers’ cottages, and yet the majority 
of the Board would never assent to the 
application of this money. The doctor 
of the Union had reported that several 
cottages were required on account of the 
unsanitary condition of the dwellings of 
the working classes; meeting after 
meeting had been held on the subject, 
and yet the majority had always some 
objection or obstacle to throw in the 
way. At last, the Local Government 
Board sent a letter to the Union, 
threatening that, if cottages were not 
built, they would be obliged to exercise 


their rights under the Acts, and order | 
Then the guardians, | 


them to be built. 
at the head of whom was Lord Powers- 
court, proceeded to evade the Act. 
They consented to build two cottages, 
but would only allow one-sixtieth part 
of an acre to each plot. The Local 
Government Board wrote again, and 


pointed out that the Act required a 


half-acre plot to each cottage. When 


the right hon. Gentleman went to Dublin | 


he would be close to this Union, and he 
hoped that he would urge the Local 


Government Board not to be satisfied | 
with merely threatening, but to really | 


put their powers in force. 
Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) said, 
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the Labourers’ Cottages Act. He under- 
| stood, from an answer to a question last 
|Session, that Mr. Morley had actually 
| drafted a reforming Bill on this question ; 
and he was glad to hear that the right 
hon. Gentleman was also going to bring 
in such a Bill. As one instance of the 
evils of the present system, he would 
mention the Midleton Union in County 
Cork, where there had been a scheme of 
cottages on the stocks for two years, 
postponed in the hope and expectation 
that some measure of this kind would be 
passed. During all this time, 200 or 
300 labourers’ families had been com- 
pelled to live in cabins which were, many 
of them, unfit for human habitation. If 
the right hon. Gentleman would really 
grapple with this question, he would 
deserve well of a very large and indus- 
trious class. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY referred to 
the remarks of the Chief Secretary as to 
the danger of proselytising in Irish 
workhouses, and said that no doubt the 
remark had been made by inadvertence. 
[The Cuter Secrerary interposed a re- 
mark which was inaudible in the gallery. | 
He understood the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s argument to be, that whereas 
Roman Catholics in English workhouses 
were in no danger of their faith being 
undermined by proselytising, in Ireland 
it was considered that some arrangement 
was necessary whereby Protestants in 
Irish workhouses should have apartments 
to themselves and chaplains provided for 
them, no corresponding privileges being 
accorded to Roman Catholics in England. 
When the right hon. Gentleman knew a 
little more of Ireland he was sure that 
he would not repeat that suggestion. 
He believed that the right hon. Gentle- 
man made it without any idea of giving 
offence ; but he would inform the right 
hon. Gentleman that Roman Catholics 
had been the victims of proselytising 
attacks, never the authors of them. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was 
understood to explain that he had under- 
stood the apprehension of proselytising 
existed on both sides, and in consequence 
of that feeling those special provisions in 
|workhouses were adopted in Ireland, 
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he wished emphatically to endorse the| although it was not necessary to adopt 
statement which had just been made by/| them in England. 

his hon. Friend, as to the great hardship) *Mr. MAURICE HEALY suggested 
resulting from the expensive and dilatory | to the right hon. Gentleman that a more 
system of procedure in connection with | charitable explanation of the treatment 
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of Protestants in Irish workhouses was 
the desire of the Roman Catholics to see 
that persons of all denominations were 
properly provided for. (Cheers.] That 
was the real explanation of the matter, 
and he did not grudge the Irish Protes- 
tants the privilege that they enjoyed in 
Irish workhouses. Not only did the 
workhouse authorities in Ireland permit 
the visits of Protestant chaplains, but 
they paid for those visits. On the other 
hand, he believed there was scarcely a 
priest in England paid for to administer 
to the needs of their Roman Catholic 
flock in the workhouses. In dealing 
with the administration of the Labourers’ 
Acts by the Local Government Board, 
he hoped the subject would be considered 
with the view of early legislation upon 
it, because it was urgently needed. Mr. 
Morley had intended to immediately 
introduce legislation to deal with this 
important question. He admitted that, 
in the working of the Labourers’ Acts, a 
great deal had been done for the Irish 
labourer, especially in Munster and 
Leinster. Even where most had been 
done, however, it was unquestionable 
that the Boards of Guardians had felt 
themselves enormously hampered by the 
machinery provided for them by the 
existing Acts. The law costs necessarily 
involved, when any labourers’ scheme 
was to be set up, was an element largely 
in force to prevent the Guardians putting 
the Act in force, or undertaking a new 
scheme. He was aware of some of the 
difficulties which were inseparable from 
the nature of those Acts. He thought 
that the mistake of the existing Acts 
was in applying to the purposes of the 
Labourers’ Acts a code which was in- 
tended for a wholly different purpose, 
namely, the Lands Clauses Acts. Those 
Acts were admirable enactments for 
their purpose and were a credit to the 
Parliamentary system of the country, 
but they were never intended to deal 
with cases where small plots of land had 
to be taken. The mistake was in sup- 
posing that the elaborate machinery of 
those Acts was at all applicable or 
necessary when they had to take half an 
acre or an acre of land, costing from £5 
to £10, in addition to being encumbered 
with enormous law costs. A very 
similar case had to be considered a few 
years ago, when the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act was being passed 


1169 


{29 Avausr 1895} 








Supply. 1170 


in this country, for taking small plots. 
If the right hon. Gentleman looked into 
thet Act he would surely see that it 
embodied modifications which simplified 
its working. In the working of the 
Lands Clauses Acts there was an inquiry 
by a valuer. When the arbitrator made 
his award there was an elaborate system 
of publication, and then there was a 
second sitting, when the whole subject 
was gone over a second time. One thing 
done by that Act was to abolish the 
necessity of the second sitting by the 
arbitrator on account of the small por- 
tion of land taken and the interests 
involved. He suggested that the right 
hon. Gentleman should apply, for the 
purposes of the Labourers’ Acts, those 
schedules of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act which facilitated the taking 
of land compulsorily in England. 
Another question came under his notice, 
that whereas a private individual could 
enter into an agreement with a stamp 
duty of sixpence, the Board of Guardians 
must put their seal to the agreement, 
thereby imposing on them a stamp duty 
of 10s. This was a considerable tax, 
because it sometimes nearly reached 
1 per cent. of the whole cost of the 
cottage. When the Poor Law Acts 
were originally passed, in view of the 
fact that they were intended for the 
relief of distress, there was an enactment 
that legal documents, under those Acts, 
should be free of stamp duty. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman apply that 
clause to general contracts under the 
Labourers’ Acts, in order to effect some 
saving and to confer some benefit on the 
Irish labourers. As to the Inspectors, 
he said that they were sometimes placed 
in a cruel position. The evil genius of 
the Labourers’ Acts had not been the 
Local Government Board, but the Privy 
Council ; and Inspectors who had re- 
ported in favour of labourers’ cottages 
had been subjected to most unjust 
aspersions and attack when the case 
came before the Privy Council. The 
Local Government Board Inspectors 
had done their duty well and 
fairly towards the Irish labourers. 
The complaint he had to make of the 
Local Government Board was that, with 
12 years’ experience of the Labourers 
Acts, they had never attempted to 
improve them so as to make them work 
more smoothly. In this respect their 
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conduct was in contrast with that of 
English Departments and officials, who 
were always passing Bills to improve the 
working of English Acts. Irish Members 
had brought in Bills, but they came on 
after midnight, and were always blocked. 
These Acts would never work efficiently 
until there was a change in the franchise 
on which Boards of Guardians were 
elected. These Acts were passed for the 
benefit of labourers, but they were not 
represented on the Boards of Guardians. 
Things would be very different if the 
labourers had votes. In England, the 
late Government passed an Act to re- 
volutionise the Poor Law Franchise, and 
he hoped the present Government would 
do something of this kind for Ireland. 
Fancy a single individual having 36 
votes, while there were also ex-officio 
members of the same class, and labourers 
were unrepresented. The Housing of 
the Working Classes Act 1890 was to 
be carried out by Towns Commissioners, 
but it omitted to constitute them cor- 
porate bodies for the purpose of holding 
land. Jealousy of local government 
prevented the conversion of the Com- 
missioners into corporations ; therefore, 
everything had to be done in the name 
of individuals ; and when land had to be 
taken on lease, individual members had 
to be held responsible for the rent. 
This was an intolerable grievance, and 
it involved legal expense when a Com- 
missioner, who was a_ trustee, died or 
retired. The same difficulties were ex- 
perienced on the acquiring of tolls and 
markets. In 1871, an Act was passed 
to constitute Towns Commissioners cor- 
porate bodies for holding lands, but in 
1878, it was mysteriously repealed. The 
Housing of the Working Classes Act ex- 
pressly authorised the Commissioners to 
acquire land for the purposes of the Act, 
and yet, when they had acquired it, they 
could not, according to the contention of 
the Irish Local Government Board, use 
it for the purpose for which it had been 
acquired without the special consent of 
the Treasury. This was nothing short of 
an absurdity. In one instance a building 
season had been lost owing to the Local 
Government Board placing this perverse 
construction on this section of the Act. 
Mr. POWER said, thatsome yearsago, 
inspectors under the Contagious Diseases 
(Aninals) Act were appointed by local 
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authorities, but now the Local Govern- 
ment Board said it was necessary they 
should have the appointment and control 
of these inspectors, and yet they paid only 
one-half the salaries. If they were to 
have appointment and full control, it 
followed that they should pay thesalaries, 
One of his greatest objects was to do 
something for the benefit of the labourers 
of Treland, and to enlist on their behalf 
the sympathies of hon. Members opposite 
would be to him a privilege and honour. 
With regard to pauper lunatics, as a Poor 
Law Guardian in the Cork Union he had 
seen something of asylums for this un- 
fortunate class, and in Ireland they were 
a scandal. The medical officers of those 
asylums, who were at their work early 
and late, were most inadequstely paid, - 

Mr ARTHUR OCONNOR 
(Donegal, E.) said that for 40 years there 
had been hemorrhage from Treland which 
had been swept away a larger population 
than now remained. Emigration from 
Ireland had in the last 40 years exceeded 
4,500,000, with this result, that the 
vigorous reproductive class had gone, 
and there were left behind the weak, 
afflicted, and impotent, and at this 
moment Ireland had to bear, in the 
shape of a poor population, twice the 
burden any: other European nation had 
to bear. The consideration, therefore, 
of the condition of the poor and the 
afflicted class in Ireland was for Irishmen 
so much more serious than a similar 
question was for Englishmen in their 
own country. The new Chief Secretary 
was going to Ireland with little ex- 
perience of the country, but with the 
intention, he himself was satisfied, of 
doing the best he could in his office for 
the people whose fortunes were to a 
large extent committed to his care. He 
trusted and hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would endeavour to imagine 
he was an Irishman, and be ready to do 
what he could as an Irishman for his 
fellow-countrymen. He would find plenty 
of work to do, and in no department 
more than in the department which this 
Vote was concerned with. But he would 
find with regard to that department 
what was true of all others. It was 
distinguished from the English depart- 
ment by the fact that it was pertectly 
independent of and impervious to Trish 
public opinion. The fresh air of public 
opinion kept bright and effective all 
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English departments. Ireland was ad- 
ministered by a number of departments 
each and every one of which was in- 
dependent of Irish public opinion, beyond 
the reach of criticism or attack, except in 
so far as asmall minority in the House 
coming from Ireland might be able by 
frequent repetition to get some small 
amelioration in the condition of things. 
In regard to this department, he would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to be good 
enough to take in his hands when he 
went to Dublin the rules and regulations 
of the Poor Law Department in this 
country. Let him take the regulations 
with regard to the treatment of paupers 
in English unions and compare it with 
what he found in Irish workhouses. 
Let him compare the dietary scales in 
English and Irish workhouses. Let him 
then consult any medical authority he 
chose upon what was necessary to keep a 
human being in normal health, and he 
would find in no English prisons or 


workhouses was such a dietary scale 
known as prevailed in Irish workhouses. 
According to all medical testimony the 
whole dietary scale in Irish workhouses 
was far inferior to that in English work- 


houses. For many years his efforts to 
induce different Irish Secretaries to deal 
with this question had failed, but he was 
bound to say that he had great hope 
that the present Chief Secretary would 
remedy the evil if he found that it really 
existed. [‘ Hear, hear!”] He believed 
that when the right hon. Gentleman 
promised to look into this question he 
would do so, and he believed that if the 
right hon. Gentleman would consult with 
the proper authorities he would take 
the necessary steps to ameliorate the 
condition of the unfortunate occupants 
of the Irish workhouses. [“« Hear, 
hear!”] What could be thought of a 
scale of dietary which included a mixture 
composed of two ounces of salt fat with 
one gallon of boiling water? The dietary 
scale for the children in these workhouses 


had also been pronounced as altogether | [ 


inadequate for their proper sustentation. 
He wished to refer in the next place to 
the classification of the inmates of the 
Irish workhouses, than which nothing 
could be more important from a moral 
point of view. Great advances had been 
made in England during the present 
generation in regard to this matter, and 
yet the condition of Ireland in reference 
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to it had remained unchanged. In one 
Irish workhouse, for instance, the only 
playground for the children was in a 
large apartment which was generally 
used for the accommodation of lunatic 
women. Humanity revolted from such 
facts as those, but the practice had been 
going on from year to year, to the 
knowledge of the Local Government 
Board, who had taken no steps to put 
an end to it. There were numerous 
other questions arising out of the same 
subject with which he would not attempt 
to detain either the Committee or the 
right hon. Gentleman on that occasion, 
but from his own personal knowledge he 
could unhesitatingly say that there was 
scarcely any department in the whole 
of the administration of the United 
Kingdom which more required over- 
hauling than did that which was now 
under discussion. He had to thank the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
for the promise which he had given him 
in reference to certain other matters 
which he had brought under his notice, 
but he desired to point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman that there was nobody 
in the Local Governinent Board Depart- 
ment who was personally interested in 
seeing that the provisions of the statute 
were carried into effect. As he had 
already pointed out, the Department 
was administered in a manner that was 
totally independent of public opinion by 
those who, had no personal interest in 
that administration being successful. In 
the absence of public opinion, financial 
interest might prove advantageous, and 
he therefore suggested to the right hon. 
Gentleman that he should give some 
official a small pecuniary interest in 
seeing that the provisions of the Act 
regulating these matters were properly 
carried into effect. If no such pecuniary 
interest were given, the officials would 
regard all extra work as a nuisance and 
a bore, because no one liked to take extra 
trouble unless he was paid for doing so. 
“ Hear, hear!” 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
he would carefully consider the various 
matters that had been brought to his 
notice. He could assure the _ hon. 
Gentleman that if his knowledge of 
those subjects was not very large his 
sympathy with regard to them was all 
that could be desired. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 
He trusted that the many defects which it 
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was generally admitted existed in con- 
nection with the administration of the 
Poor Law in Ireland might be gradually 
removed, but he desired again to remind 
the House that the continued existence 
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What interest did the Treasury charge 
under that Act? Five per cent. ! 
That was English generosity. They 
made three per cent. out of a lot of 
poor people, and then said : “ Look how 


of those defects was not due to a want of | generous we are.” If the Irish Secretary 
pressure upon the Guardians by the Local| had the shaping of these measures, he 
Government Board, and he could assure| would probably look at what was fair, 
the right hon. Gentleman that no effort} and not merely at what could be made 
on his part should be spared to make that | out of it for the Treasury. The salary 
pressure as effective as possible. [‘“ Hear, | of a schoolmaster in Ireland to-day was 


hear !”] 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £20,537 to complete 
the sum for the Public Works Offices, 
Treland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 


that in England the 


less than that of a policeman. 
|schoolmaster had to pay for his dwel- 


for the police. 


The 


ling, while the Government erected huts 
Was not this absurd? 
They heard a good deal about the 
incomes of the clergy ; but he supposed 
that the income of the average Irish 
curate in the West of Ireland did not 


‘come to more than about £2 a week, 
Public Works/and it was not out of these men that 


Department was represented by a Cabinet | the Treasury of this country wished to 


Minister, but that was not the case with 
regard to the Irish Public Works Depart- 
ment. The result was that the play- 
grounds of the people were devoted to 
the purposes of the constabulary or the 
troops. It was absurd that neither a 
right of way through the public parks 


could be given to market gardeners, nor | 





coin that usurious amount of interest. 
While, possibly, the Treasury ought to 
be allowed to keep a check on the Chief 
Secretary’s Department in regard to 
these matters, he pressed in some spirit 
of openness for the reforms he had indi- 
cated. 

Mr. FLYNN rose to call attention 


the Four Courts in Dublin be renovated|to Ballycotton Pier, which had cost 


by a coat of paint, without the matter | 
'which the locality contributed largely. 


having to be referred to London. When 
he had agitated in favour of swings 
being put up for the amusement of 
children, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary had gravely informed 
him that the Board of Works could not 
put them up because they had no power 
to make bye-laws for their protection. 





over £23,000, and towards the cost of 


Taking courage in both hands, he would 
at once say that it was considered to 
be one of the best works of the Board 
of Works round the South and West of 
Treland ; but there were certain defects 
which had gone on increasing year after 
year, and the position was that the 


It was quite true that some of these |County Cork Grand Jury, acting upon 
Commissioners were very estimable the advice of their Surveyor, refused to 
gentlemen ; but they were a portion | take over the pier. The Board of Works 
of the system of administration. He | insisted that they should ; and it was in 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury to | these circumstances that the pier was 
tell the Committee that when General | gradually getting worse in condition. 
Sankey went, the whole Department | They had frequently brought this matter 
should be put under the Irish Secre-| before the House; but, unfortunately, 
tary’s Office. They would then have/|their constituents called upon them to 
some Department with which they draw attention to the matter. The floor 
could deal. It was suggested that, | of the pier was getting worse and worse, 
because this was one of the great|and was now almost useless for the 
spending departments, it ought there-| simple fishermen and small traders. A 
fore to remain under the Treasury. |few years ago Mr. W. Barry, the cele- 
But that was just why he objected to| brated engineer, reported on it, and, if 
its so remaining; for the Secretary to|his views had been adopted, the Grand 
the Treasury was bound to look at all| Jury would have been bound to take it 
these matters from a Treasury point of over, and it would be now in good con- 
view. Take the Glebe Loans Act. | dition. Only a portion of Mr. Barry’s 
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recommendations were, however, carried 
out, and the Grand Jury still held out, 
contending that the pier had not been 
put in such a proper condition as to 
justify them in taking it over. On the’ 
other hand, the Board of Works con- 
tended that the pier was put into a 
proper condition, and that the Grand 
Jury must take it over. In his view, 
the matter was very clear. The Grand 
Jury were, to a certain extent, justified 
in their attitude, because they were 
fortified by their present surveyor. On| 
the other hand, it would, he asserted, be | 
a great misfortune if this work of public 
utility should be allowed to become 
derelict and destroyed—if the Secretary 
to the Treasury would see that the 
Board of Works should make one final 
inspection of the pier ; should state what 
was required to be done, and whether it 
was in their Department ; and, that the 
pier should then be put in proper con- 
dition and be handed over to the Grand 
Jury, and should insist that the Grand 
Jury did their work in future. Of 
course, this case was only another illus- 
tration of what his hon. and learned 
Friend the Member for North Louth 





had just referred to, namely, that the | 


Secretary to the Treasury, who adminis- 
tered these matters, only looked at them 
from the Treasury point of view, and 
who, moreover, had so many things to 
look after that it was almost impossible 
for him to see to all these local matters. 

Captain DONELAN said, this pier 
was in his own constituency. The Grand 


Jury of County Cork had, in his opinion, | 


very properly refused to take over the 
charge of this pier until it was put in 
proper repair. Mr. Grey, one of the 
engineers of the Irish Board of Works, 
considered that these repairs could be 
carried out for about £600. He thought 
the present was a good opportunity to 
get out of the impasse which now existed. 
During the time that the pier had been 
nobody’s child it had been falling rapidly 
into decay. It had been at his request 
that Mr. Grey was sent to inspect this 
pier during the last Easter Recess. He 
himself accompanied Mr. Grey on that 
inspection. He certainly thought the 
report of Mr. Kirkby, the County sur- 
veyor, in condemning the construction 
of this pier, was much more in accord- 
ance with the real state of affairs than 
the report of Mr. Grey, who apparently 
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approved of everything connected with 
it. It was only fair to Mr. Kirkby to 
say that his original report received the 
sanction of Mr. Wolfe Barry, the emi- 
nent engineer. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary to the Treasury had 
now a very easy and economical way of 
meeting the views of the Grand Jury, 
by placing the pier in a proper state of 
repair, at a comparatively trifling sum, 
and so avoiding all further cause of 
friction between the Grand Jury and 
the Board of Works, and saving the 
Treasury the very large expenditure 
which would be incurred if the matter 
was much longer delayed. 

Mr. POWER called attention to the 
case of Dunmore pier. The old pier was 
erected partly by means of local con- 
tributions, but the Board of Works 
insisted on building it according to the 
plans of their own engineer. The con- 
sequence was it had been swept away, 
and a large sum of money had been 
wasted. The Naval Reserve had a station 
there at present, but there was no pro- 
vision enabling them to launch their 
boat, and as they had a considerable 
amount of gun practice at floating tar- 
gets this often led to much inconvenience. 
The local rates already bore a heavy 
burden, and could not give much assist- 
ance to a fresh pier, and, therefore, he 
hoped the Secretary to the Treasury 
would see the absolute necessity that 
existed for doing something towards 
constructing a new pier, and assist them 
to remove this scandal. 

Mr. TULLY called attention to a 
matter connected with loans from the 
Board of Works, which he had also 
pressed upon the predecessor of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Tenants whose 
valuation was £10 or under in former 
years were able to get loans from the 
Board of Works, but this custom had 
now been stopped. The reason the 
Board of Works gave was that some of 
these works undertaken by this means 
encumbered the lands of the tenants 
with loans. His own experience, how- 
ever, was that loans which were given 
had the effect of enabling the tenants to 
improve the condition of their holdings, 
and were paid back afterwards. He 
thought the tenants ought to be en- 
couraged in this way. When they were 
refused these loans they probably did 
not carry out the improvements. When 
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the right hon. Gentleman went to Ire- 
land he hoped he would see fit to revert 
to the old rule. In the West of Ireland, 
if this encouragement were given, the 
improvements would be of a substantial 
character approved of by the Board of 
Works inspectors. He had had letters 
from Board of Works inspectors asking 
him to press this matter on the House. 
He also wished to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to see that the drainage 
works on the Eslin river in South 
Leitrim, which were controlled he _be- 
lieved by the Board of Works, and 
which had been suspended some years 
ago, should be now carried out. There 
was a great deal of distress in the 
locality. Some time ago a man died 
under circumstances which gave rise to 
the suspicion that he died from starva- 
tion, though this was not proved. 

*THE SECRETARY ro tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Hansury, Preston) said, 
he could not make any definite statement 
now in regard to these loans, but he 
should see how far the views of the hon. 
Member could be met. As to Bally- 
cotton pier, it, with the harbour, cost 
about £20,000. It was constructed by 
the Board of Works. There was power 
to put the pier in proper order and charge 
the Grand Jury of the locality with the 
cost. However that might be, it was 
alleged that the pier was badly con- 
structed. An independent engineer was 
called in—a man of great authority— 
and he said that, although there was no 
absolute settlement, still it ought to be 
watched.* It was also reported that in 
the construction of the pier some amount 
of earth had been used instead of rubble, 
which ought to have been putin. The 
consequence was, the Grand Jury never 
charged tolls, and the pier had been 
neglected and now stood in need of 
repairs. The sum of £600 was required, 
and it was with regard to that sum that 
the difficulty had arisen. He was bound 
to say that the action of the Grand Jury 
was not quite consistent with regard to 
that sum. 

Captain DONELAN said, Sir John 
Hibbert offered a loan for three years. 

*Mr. HANBURY : Yes, and I think 
that was rejected by the Grand Jury. 
Thepier wasin acondition which required 
that £600 should be spent upon it, and 
he confessed, after reading the evidence, 
that he was inclined to suspect that the 
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faults in the pier might be due to original 
defects in the construction. If so, the 
conclusion was that this £600 should be 
spent. He should go over to Ireland and 
a thorough inquiry should be made, and 
if it was clear, that the fault lay in the 
original construction he should advise the 
Treasury to pay the £600. [“ Hear, 
hear!”|] The hon. Member for Louth 
made the suggestion that the whole 
duties of the Office of Works should be 
transferred to the Treasury and handed 
over to the Irish Secretary. It was 
something gained to find that the hon. 
Member had confidence in the Irish 
Office. [Laughter and “ Hear, hear !”| 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : It is not because 
I have more confidence in the Irish 
Office, but because I have lecis confidence 
in the Treasury. 

*Mr. HANBURY did not think the 
change would be a favourable one. 
After all, if they transferred the duties 
to the Irish Office the Treasury would 
be the real controlling power. He 
thererefore thought the change would 
not be more than a nominal one. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, the hon. 
Member had not said a word about the 
appointment of relatives. Let them not 
appoint the secretary of some English 
official. Irishmen could govern the 
Colonies, India, and occasionally act as 
Ambassador, in Paris, and then there 
was their only general. He thought 
the claims of Irishmen ought to be 
considered. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid) said, that 
when Conservatives and Nationalists 
joined in condemning a public work in 
Trelandasa fraud, it certainly must be very 
bad. The right hon. Gentleman was going 
to visit Ireland and enjoy the salubrious 
air of Ballycotton, but his predecessor the 
Member for South Leeds paid a similar 
visit, with no result. If they wanted 
anything absolutely and superlatively 
ridiculous off the stage let them go to the 
Trish Board of Works. He had been 
round the coast of Ireland, and had seen 
the wrecks and remnants of the work of 
that Department. It was simply because 
they were Irish that they were despised. 
They were hated by the English people ; 
and when their hate took this unintelli- 
gible form how could they expect the 
Trish to love them? The hon, Member 
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having referred to various harbours on 
the coast of Ireland, mentioned the case 
of Kenmare, and was proceeding to speak 
of Kenmare oysters when—— 

*ToeE CHAIRMAN said, I must ask 
the hon. Member to confine himself more 
closely to the Vote now under discussion. 

Dr. TANNER said, he would pass on 
to the case of Ballybunnion. He had 
himself seen 80 salmon landed there in 
one haul. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN: I must again 
request the hon. Member to confine him- 
self more strictly to the items of the Vote 
under discussion, namely, that for the 
office of Public Works. 

Dr. TANNER said, he was merely 
illustrating his argument as to the im- 
portance of Ballybunnion Harbour. But 
he would pass to Clew Bay, and he 
asserted that only two of the six harbours 
on the south side were capable of 
admitting a fishing smack at high water. 

*ToeE CHAIRMAN : There is no money 
in this Vote for those harbours to which 
the hon. Member has referred, and there- 
fore he is not entitled to discuss them. 


Dr. TANNER said he was very 
sorry if he was out of order. If he had 
known it he would not have gone on. 
He would simply ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to kindly bear in mind all 
he had tried to put before him. He 
was very sorry if he had transgressed in 
any way, but he was simply trying to 
do his duty to the best of his ability. 
He was perfectly certain the Committee 
would excuse him—his only wish was to 
do something for the benefit of the 
county he represented. 


Captain DONELAN desired to ex- 
press his acknowledgments to the 
Secretary to the Treasury for the very 
fair manner in which he had met the 
questions of his colleagues and himself 
on this matter, and he was extremely 
pleased to hear the right hon. Gentleman 
express his intention to pay a visit to this 
pierhimself. It would require no technical 
knowledge to satisfy him that the fault 
was due to misconstruction. The whole 
trouble was due to the fact that this 
pier, like so many others in Ireland con- 
structed by the same official of the 
Board of Works, was built without any 
view to proper construction whatever. 
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*Mr. J. OCONNOR (Wicklow, W.) 
wished to direct the attention of the 
| Secretary to the Treasury to the dilapi- 
dated condition of Wicklow harbour. 
He said, the right hon. Gentleman was 
| aware that the Government had found 
|it necessary to send their own engineer 
to inspect the harbour and breakwater, 
and he had reported that the breakwater 
/was in an absolutely rotten condition. 
|He wished to ask the Secretary to the 
| Treasury whether he would call the 
attention of the Board of Works in 
Dublin to the report made on this 
harbour by the Government engineer. 
|The condition of the harbour was very 
bad, and the breakwater could not stand 
more than a very short time. It would 
fall into the harbour and render it 
absolutely useless. He would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to make an 
excursion to Wicklow. If he did he 
ventured to say he would not be 
pleased with the condition of the harbour. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
rates in this part of Wicklow were only 
3s. 6d. in the pound ; he understood that 
was not the case, and that they were 
at the present time 5s. in the pound. 
To raise £35,000 on the rates was quite 
impossible. 


On the return of the CHAIRMAN after 
the usual interval, 


Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN (Limerick, 
W.), brought under notice of the Chief 
Secretary the dissatisfaction which pre- 
vailed among the tradesmen of Ireland 
as regarded the employment of in- 
competent workmen on public works. 
Handy-men were too often employed by 
contractors at very low wages, with the 
double result that the work was scamped 
and injury was done to tradesmen who 
had served long years of apprenticeship. 
The masons had written from time to 
time to the Department about this, and 
had only got evasive replies. The 
carpenters in various towns had strongly 
complained on the same point, and he 
urged that the Resolution of the House 
of Commons of February, 1891, with 
regard to paying trade union prices 
should be put in force in connection 
with every contract entered into 
by public departments in Ireland. 
He thought, in the interests of the De- 
partment itself, the employment of 
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competent workmen was of the utmost 
importance, as defects which were often 
overlooked by the engineers would come 
under the cognisance of properly qualified 
workmen, who would remedy them. He 
trusted that in the contracts entered 
into in Ireland the right hon. Gentle- 
man would see that the Resolution of 
that House was carried out as it was 
done in the case of contracts in England. 

Mr. FLYNN supported the appeal of 
the hon. Member for West Limerick, 
observing that the spending departments 
in Ireland, and notably the Board of 
Trade and the Board of Works, had not 
given that adherence to the Resolution 
of the House of Commons of 1891 which 
had been given in England. He trusted 
that the right hon. Gentleman would do 
all in his power to see that in future the 
public departments in Ireland faithfully 
carried out the Resolution. 

*Mr. FARRELL directed the atten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman to the 
faulty construction of a pier built at 
Mulranny, on the west coast of Mayo. 
Although a considerable sum of money 


had been spent on the structure, 
no boat could approach it except 
at high tide. Quite recently the 


Government had expended a large 
sum on a railway passing by this 
village, and, furthermore, the Midland 
and Great Western Railway Company 
were about to spend £1,500 in the 
erection of a tourist hotel at this point. 
Mulranny stood on an eminence over- 
looking Clew Bay, one of the finest 
prospects in the whole of Ireland, and it 
was a place admirably adapted for the 
development of tourist traffic. He 
trusted, therefore, the right hon. Gentle- 
man, in his forthcoming visit to Ireland, 
would inspect this pier, and recognise 
the absolute necessity of putting it into 
such a condition as to make it serve the 
purpose for which it was designed. 

Mr. JAMES DALY complained that 
in his constituency a man was allowed 
to build a house, and then, when he had 
actually got it roofed and finished, after 
spending £150 upon it, he received a 
letter from the Board of Works directing 
him to pull it down. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to inquire into the 
case. 

*Mr. HANBURY desired the hon. 
Member for Monaghan to supply him 
with further details of the case to which 
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he referred, and preferred the same 
request to the hon. Member for West 
Cavan as to the Mulranny Pier. With 
regard to the point raised by the hon. 
Member for West Limerick, his impres- 
sion was that the resolution relating to 
wages was equally valid in Ireland as in 
England, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man could point out cases in which it 
was alleged it was not fairly carried out, 
he would be quite willing to see how far 
the complaint was genuine. The main 
point raised in the discussion was as to 
the Wicklow Harbour, and he was afraid 
he should not be able to give the same 
kind of answer here as he had given 
with regard to another pier earlier in 
the evening. Wicklow Pier was, no 
doubt, in a bad condition. In 1893 the 
breakwater was reported to be in a state 
of collapse, and since 1893 -aegotiations 
had taken place between the Board of 
Works and the local authorities as to 
who was really to find the money to put 
the breakwater into a proper condition. 
Already a considerable sum of money 
had been spent on the harbour. So far 
back as 1864, £12,000 was borrowed 
from the town commissioners, and that 
money was practically gone. In 1870 a 
further sum of £6,000 was borrowed 
from the Public Works Loan Commis- 
sioners, upon which no interest had been 
paid, whilst there had been no repay- 
ment of capital, and the loan, therefore, 
when it was transferred to the Board of 
Works in 1881, had reached the sum of 
£9,000. In 1881 the Board of Works 
lent a sum of £40,000, repayable in 50 
years at 4} per cent., to be a first charge 
on the Harbour revenues, and to be 
guaranteed by the baronies. After the 
money had been spent the breakwater 
was still in a state of collapse. The 
Government were told that it would cost 
roughly, about £35,000 to put it ina 
proper state. That estimate had been 
gone into to see what expenses could be 
avoided, and the sum now estimated was 
£30,000, or a little less. The whole 
question was as to who should find the 
£30,000. His predecessor made what 
he regarded as a very fair offer, and one 
beyond which he would not go. This 
offer was to wipe out the £9,000 loan 
and reduce the interest on the £40,000 
to 4 per cent. if the guaranteeing 
baronies and the town of Wicklow 
would guarantee the new loan for 
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£30,000, or the amount that was re- 
quired, for forty years at 4 per cent. The 
baronies refused to do that, what they 
asked for being a free grant from theTrea- 
sury. That would be a very unusual step 
totake. After all, what was the position 
of the local authorities in this matter ? 
The average rates of the five baronies 
concerned and the town of Wicklow 
were 3s. 6d., and these, he was told, 
were very low rates. At the out- 
side it would only mean 24d. in the £ 
extra for a loan of £35,000, and 2d. in 
the £ for a loan of £28,000, and he 
understood that the latter sum was that 
which would really be required for the 
work. The view which his predecessor 
took, and which he now took, was that 
if the local authorities were not prepared 
to find the extra 2d. in the £ they could 
not attach very much importance to the 
question. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR asked the 
right hon. Gentleman if he did not 
think that at the present price of money, 
4 per cent, was too high a rate to charge 1 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the answer to 
the question depended upon what the 
guarantee was worth, and upon the price 
at which they could get money in the 
open market. 

Mr. GILHOOLY said he wished to 
direct the attention of the Secretary 
to the Treasury to the Treasury 
Minute which made inoperative a 
provision in the Land Act of 
1881. Under that Act, the Board of 
Public Works in Ireland were empowered 
to grant loans to tenant-farmers in Ire- 
land for the improvement of their 
holdings. That provision worked satis- 
factorily to the Treasury and beneficially 
to the tenant-farmers for a great many 
years, but now the officials of the Trea- 
sury feared there might be loss to the 
Treasury because the land was not made 
liable for the loan. In other words, 
when a farm became derelict there was 
no power to make the landlord pay. A 
Treasury Minute was issued, and now a 
tenant-farmer, the value of whose hold- 
ing was £10, could only borrow £30, and 
a tenant, the value of whose holding 
was £7, could not obtain a loan at all. 
It seemed to him a monstrous thing that 
a Treasury Minute could override an 
Act of Parliament, and he appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman whether the 
Minute could not be withdrawn. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN did not see how 
the hon. Gentleman connected the ques- 
tion with the Board of Works Office. 

Mr. GILHOOLY remarked that the 
Board of Works were the authority to 
issue the loans. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN said, he gathered 
from the observations of the hon. Mem- 
ber that if anybody was at fault it was 
the Treasury, and, therefore, the hon. 
Gentleman’s criticisms applied to the 
Treasury, and not to the Board of 
Works. 

Mr. GILHOOLY pointed out that 
the Treasury controlled the Board of 
Works, and the Board of Works were 
empowered to issue the loans. He would 
not, however, pursue the matter. He 
had simply to ask that the Treasury 
Minute should be withdrawn. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN said, the hon. 
Member was, however, contravening his 
ruling. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY submitted 
that his hon. Friend’s remarks were in 
order, as the loans were made on the 
recommendation of the Board of Works. 

*Tort CHAIRMAN said, that that, of 
course, was a new point, and if it was a 
fact it altered the complexion of the 
case. 

Mr. GILHOOLY said, he questioned 
the right hon. Gentleman’s predecessor 
on the point, and Sir John Hibbert said 
he was anxious a short Act should be 
passed that would obviate the necessity 
of refusing the loans. 

*Mr. HANBURY could not quite 
understand from the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman whether it was legislation or the 
Treasury which was at fault. The hon. 
Gentleman said Sir John Hibbert was 
anxious to remove the evil, if it was an 
evil, by legislation, but a little time be- 
fore he said a Treasury Minute was 
overriding an Act of Parliament. 

Mr. GILHOOLY said, the right hon. 
Gentleman’s predecessor stated that a 
remedy could only be afforded by legisla- 
tion—by making the land liable for the 
loan if the tenant had been evicted. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, it was impos- 
sible for him to give a satisfactory 
answer unless he was in possession of all 
the facts. He, therefore, suggested that 
the hon. Gentleman should communicate 
with him privately. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the vote of £36,661, to complete 
the sum for Law Charges and Criminal 
Prosecutions, Ireland, 


Mr. FLYNN said, he did not propose 
to raise any question of policy, but 
merely to call attention to the payments 
made to the Attorney General for Ireland 
and the Solicitor General for Ireland. 
In 1886 a long correspondence took 
place as to whether the salaries of those 
gentlemen were not too high when com- 
pared with the salaries of similar officials 
for Scotland. He did not ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury to make any 
alteration this Session, but merely to go 
into the question with a view to a reason- 
able reduction being made. He noticed 
that £1,500 was paid in fees to the At- 
torney General and Solicitor General for 
Treland, but it was not shown which of 
the two gentlemen got the larger share 
of that amount. If they were to proceed 
in the direction of economy they were 
entitled to know whether those fees 
were taxed. Moreover, he would like to 
know why these fees should be paid at 
all. In England there was a general 
feeling that the Attorney General and 
the Solicitor General should receive 
fixed salaries, and should not engage 
in private practice. It would, in 
his opinion, be very wholesome if 
such a rule were applied to Ireland. 
It was desirable in the interests of public 
business, and, indeed, in the interests of 
the reputations of hon. Gentlemen them- 
selves, that, representing as they did the 
Crown, or, in other words, the State, 
they should not engage in any legal 
business but the legal business of the 
country. It was desirable that gentle- 
men occupying such positions should be 
above all temptation to engage in any 
legal business but the legal business of 
the country, and, being paid handsome 
salaries, the least the country should 
expect from them was to apply all their 
time and energy to their public duties. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR said he 
noticed an item of £300 for the 
expenses of jurors at Assizes. He did 
not know in what way those expenses 
were incurred. He would point out to 
the right hon. Gentleman that the 
Winter Assizes for the whole province 
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of Leinster were held in Wicklow, and 
that it was a great inconvenience and 
expense to the jurors of the county to 
have to come long distances—especially 
in the west where there were no rail- 
ways—to Wicklow, and to wait there 
for weeks to do the Assize business for 
the entire province of Leinster. He, 
therefore, asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether the Treasury proposed to 
remunerate those jurors? There was 
also an item for £400 for the defence of 
public officials who made mistakes. It 
was exactly the same amount last year, 
and he would like to know how it 
happened that the figure was identical 
to the very farthing both years? 

*THeE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxiyson, London- 
derry, N.) said, that the correspondence 
between the Treasury anc? the Irish 
Office in 1886 resulted in the salary of 
the Irish Attorney General being fixed 
at £5,000, and the salary of the Solicitor 
General at £2,000; but neither of the 
law officers was prohibited from taking 
private practice. In regard to fees for 
contentious business, the same rule 
applied exactly to the law officers of 
England and Ireland. They were only 
paid for any contentious business they 
conducted for the Crown, and, as the 
fees for the conduct of such business 
were fixed by a Treasury Minute, and 
depended upon the nature of the 
business, and place where it was 
transacted, the question of taxation 
did not arise. The sum of £300 for 
jurors was intended to cover the expense 
of making the necessary provision for 
the comfort of jurors sworn to try cases 
at Assize. He did not know whether 
the hon. Gentleman had ever the fortune 
or the misfortune to serve on a jury and 
to be locked up all night. But, if he had 
that experience, he would not object to 
provide jurors in such a position with 
something to eat and drink and a bed to 
sleep on. It was to meet these expenses 
that the Vote was intended, and it 
amounted to only £300 for all Ireland. 
The sum of £400 for the defence of 
public officials was an estimate and not an 
expenditure, and it was because next to 
nothing was incurred last year that the 
same estimate was put down to cover 
any expenses that might arise this year. 
As to remunerating the jurors attending 
Assizes, there was no provision made by 
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law for such a purpose. He was not at 
all sure that the law was not defective 
in that respect; but, at all events, it 
was the existing law of the land, and 
nothing could be done in the way 
suggested by the hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said he noticed that the salaries 
and fees paid to the Attorney General 
and the Solicitor General amounted to 
£8,500, and that an exactly similar sum 
was paid to counsel for conducting 
prosecutions and representing the law 
officers. That was a matter requiring 
some explanation. 

*ToeE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND explained that the addi- 
tional sum of £8,500 covered the fees 
paid to counsel who prosecuted on 
behalf of the Attorney General at the 
different Assize Courts on Circuit. The 
same rule practically applied to England. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £64,395, to complete 
the sum for the Supreme Court of 
Judicature and other Legal Departments 
in Ireland, 


*Mr. MAURICE HEALY called 
attention to the large sum annually 
spent in Ireland on the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy. Twenty or thirty years ago 
when the Bankruptcy Court, consisting 
of two Judges and a large staff of 
officials, was set up, there was a consider- 
able amount of bankruptcy business in 
Ireland. But since then a great change 
had come over the country in that 
respect, and the amount of bankruptcy 
business now done in Ireland was 
exceedingly small. Within the past few 
years Bankruptcy Courts had been set 
up in Cork and Belfast, which had 
taken away much of the bankruptcy 
business from Dublin, consequently the 
staff in Dublin was now much in excess 
of the necessities of the case. Ina short 
time the Government would have an 
opportunity of remodelling the Bank- 
ruptcy Department in Ireland, and he 
hoped the opportunity would be taken. 
As to Land Registration, this depart- 
ment of the public business was in a 
very unsatisfactory state. It was set up 
when Mr. Justice Madden was Attorney 
General for Ireland, and set an example 
to Irish Law Officers by taking an 
interest in Irish legislation. Good 
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though the Act was, he could not say the 
same for the manner in which it had 
been administered. Registration of title 
in Ireland was now little more than a 
burlesque. Registration was made com- 
pulsory for tenant purchasers whether 
they had purchased before or after the 
passing of the Act in 1890. But special 
provision was made for the large number 
of tenant purchasers who had purchased 
before the Act. Every one of them who 
came in to register within twelve months 
of the passing of the Act was relieved of 
the Court fees. Those who purchased 
after the Act were not only compelled to 
register, but received no exemption from 
fees. That looked as though the old 
tenant purchasers were more favourably 
situated. But the operation of the Act 
was to produce the exact reverse of what 
was the undoubted intention of Parlia- 
ment, for it placed the old purchasers in 
a position ten times worse than that of 
the new. With a new purchaser, the 
Land Commission was bound, as part of 
the procedure on the purchase, to register 
the title; and, therefore, thenew purchaser 
had not to pay anything. But when 
the unfortunate old purchaser came into 
Court, as it was quite impossible for 
him to do the work himself, although he 
was relieved of the Court fees, he had to 
pay a solicitor handsomely for getting 
his title registered, and every conceiv- 
able obstacle was thrown in his way 
from first to last. The consequence was 
that not 5 per cent of the tenant 
purchasers who purchased before the 
Act had registered their titles. The 
rules made under the Registration Act, 
and the procedure set up, rendered this 
excellent measure almost a nullity, as 
far as its original intention was con- 
cerned, which was to make a farm as 
readily saleable as a cow, or horse, or any 
other chattel. Unfortunately, the Act 
contained provisions for registering the 
title to land subject to equities ; and, 
consequently, registration did not imply 
a clear title. The purchaser, therefore, 
had to satisfy himself as to the 
title being clear just as carefully 
now as before registration was set up. 
A purchaser had to go into details with 
the same minuteness as before; he had 
to examine title deeds and leases, look 
out for mortgages, see whether there were 
any equitable charges, and go into all 
these matters exactly in the same way 
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as he would do if there were no Land | Courta great opportunity for commencing 
Registry. The result was that, instead of | a system of compulsory sale in Ireland 
being a benefit to purchasers, it doubled | which would injure nobody and do an 
their trouble and their costs. Could|immense deal to benefit Ireland. 
not something be done to make what | Imagine the enormous advantage to the 
should be an excellent institution more | prosperity and peace of Ireland if the 
efficient and valuable? Of what good|immense body of tenants who went to 
was a Land Registry which did not fulfil} the Land Judges’ Court were turned 
the first conditions of such a Registry? If|into peasant proprietors, which could 
it were to be of any use at all, a purchaser | easily be done. It was said compulsory 
ought to be able to goin and see what/|sale would mean compelling men to sell 
the burdens on any piece of land really | their property who did not wish to part 
were, so that he might know what risk with it, But there were large estates in 
he incurred in putting his money into it.|the Land Judges’ Court where it was 
But, as he had said, the Registry made | most desirable that the property in the 
no investigation of tenants’ titles. In-| land should pass from the “dead hand” 
stead of facilitating the registration of of the Court, which could not expend 
land, you might imagine that the one} money in the improvements that were 
business of the office was to hinder| needed. The owners of these estates 
it. The one idea of the gentlemen | could not complain if their property was 
in charge of it appeared to be to | sold by the operation of the Court ata 
throw difficulties in the way of regis-|fair and reasonable price arid divided 
tration and to increase law costs, by | amongst their creditors, or, if there was 
demands of affidavits and declarations, | anything left, the balance given to them- 
so that instead of being a blessing to the | selves. If the sale of land in Ireland 
country it was more likely to be a curse.|went on without further development 
Could not something be done to diminish | it would take 100 years to sell the land 
the fees that were demanded? He was |in Ireland to the occupying tenants. 
glad to facilitate the passing of the Act, | So he would urge on the Government the 
although the object of it was to cut|opportunity the Court offered for the 
down the fees of his profession, but|creation of an immense number of 
the effect of it appeared to have been to | peasant proprietors. 
transfer to the Treasury what was | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR, in reply- 
formerly paid to the solicitors. ing, said he believed it was a fact that 
Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said, he | the Bankruptcy Court, Dublin, was over- 
wished to call attention to the Land | manned for the work it had todo. But 
Division of the High Court. When it | nothing could be done so long as the 
was constituted it was never dreamed | present members of the Court continued 
that it would develop into the institu-|to hold their present position. The 
tion it had become. It was an institu-|other question the hon. Member for 
tion to which no analogy existed in this | Cork raised was one of considerable im- 
country. When it was started it was in-| portance—as to the registration of title 
tended forthe temporary purposeof taking | by the Land Commissioners. . In the 
care of landed estates while they were|case of tenants who purchased their 
beingsold. Ithaddevelopedintothe largest | holdings before the passing of the Act 
landlord in Ireland, receiving a rental of | of 1891, the registration had proceeded 
£800,000a year. What the Land Court | slowly. He doubted whether the whole 
had taken upon itself no one ever dreamed | blame was to be thrown on_ the 
it would assume. It had undertaken to| Land Commission. He was inclined to 
stop the natural operation of the market |doubt it, and he had been assured 
as regarded Irish land, to check the | by the Land Commission that thedelay did 
natural drop in its value, and artificially | not arise from any act on their part, but 
to bolster up that value. It acted as a|in consequence of the apathy and tardi- 
great landlord who was removed from | ness with which the tenants themselves 
theordinary incidents of dealings between | responded to the inquiries of the Land 
man and man. The Land Division of| Commissioners. This was only an illus- 
the High Court was a monstrous excre-| tration of the fact that it was not so 
scence on Irish life, and if the Govern-|easy to make the land pass from hand to 
ment were wise they would find in this|hand, which was the ideal some land 
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reformers set before them. In many of 
the cases the tenants purchased their 
land free of equity as far as what they 
purchased was concerned, but still sub- 
ject to the equities under which the 
landlord held, and it seemed to him 
difficult to imagine any system under 
which tenants could be enabled to hold 
a perfectly clear title. He entirely 
sympathised with the object of the hon. 
Member, and if it was in any way 
possible to expedite the process by which 
the registration took place, no pains 
would be spared on his part to effect it. 
With regard to the speech of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, the Government 
were not prepared to accept the principle 
of compulsory purchase, but they desired 
to facilitate the transfer of ownership of 
land from the landlord to the tenant as 
far as possible. No doubt the land held 
by the Land Judges’ Court stood in a 
different position from the rest. He did 
not actually undertake to appoint a 
committee of inquiry, but he was satis- 
fied that a distinction could be drawn 
between the larger part of the land in 
the hands of solvent landlords and that 
under the control of the Land Court, 
and if he could see his way to secure 
that the land now under the control of 
the Land Judges’ Court should be trans- 
ferred to the tenants on equitable terms, 
he should be only too glad to effect that 
object. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) thought the hon. Member for 
East Mayo had every reason to be satis- 
fied with the Chief Secretary’s answer. 
If the Chief Secretary would consider 
the whole constitution of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland he would 
find that the Dublin Bankruptcy Court 
was not singular in being overmanned. 
England, with a population of 30,000,000, 
only paid three times as much for her 
Supreme Court of Judicature as Ireland, 
with a population of 4,500,000. In the 
first place, in Ireland there were too 
many Judges. In England, a barrister 
in good practice reduced, rather than 
added to, his income by accepting a 
Judgeship. The average income of a 
barrister in good practice in Ireland at 
the present time was put at £2,000 a 
year. 

*TueE CHAIRMAN (interposing) said, 
the salaries of the Judges did not arise 
on this Vote, but were on the Consoli- 
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dated Fund. The hon. Member could 
discuss the judicial staff in Ireland, but 
the Judges’ salaries did not come under 
this Vote. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said, his point 
was that in Ireland, unlike England, a 
barrister accepting a J udgeship consider- 
ably increased his income. A spirit of 
extravagance ran through the whole 
judicial system. In justice to Ireland 
and the taxpayers of the country, the 
Chief Secretary ought to pause when 
judicial vacancies occurred and ask 
whether it was not desirable that some 
of these Judgeships should be abolished 
and the salaries and expenses of the 
judiciary in Ireland brought more into 
accord with the state of the country 
as regarded population and wealth. 
[“« Hear, hear !”] 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £33,733, to complete 
the sum required for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Irish Land Commission, 


Mr DILLON said, he did not know 
more expensive machinery of reform 
than the Irish Land Commission. The 
sum proposed to be taken for next year 
for the expenses of the Irish Land Com- 
mission was, allowing for the sum con- 
tributed by the Irish Church Fund, 
£66,733, and some years ago, when the 
judicial rents were being settled, the 
sum required used to amount to con- 
siderably over £100,000 a year. So, 
during the 15 years that the Commission 
had been in operation, the sum of no less 
than £1,300,000 had been expended on 
the administration of the Commission. 
An enormous sum had been expended 
upon the Irish Land Commission, and 
yet they had only reduced the rents to 
an extent that the good feeling of the 
landlords would have prompted them 
voluntarily to have conceded in the cir- 
cumstances. Therefore, the Land Act 
had been in operation for 15 years, with 
the result that it had, in the language of 
the late Lord Derby, been a raft on 
which the landlords had saved their 
pockets. Hon. Members had heard for 
many years from the Unionist Party that 
their idea of settling the Land Question 
of Ireland was to get rid of the land- 
lords altogether. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: Before the hon. 
Gentleman goes further, I may remind 
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him that a general discussion upon the 
Irish Land Question would not be in 
order upon this Vote. As long as the 
hon. Gentleman confines his observations 
to criticising the expense of the 
machinery of the Land Commission, he 
will be quite in order; but if he pro- 
ceeds to a general consideration of the 
policy of the Land Commission, and of 
the Land Question, I think that I should 
have to hold that his remarks would be 
out of Order. 

Mr. DILLON, said he had no inten- 
tion of going beyond the line which the 
Chairman had laid down. He, however, 
desired to point out that, during all the 
years that this costly Commission had 
been in existence, no principle had been 
laid down regulating the fixing of judi- 
cial rents in Ireland. No definition had 
yet been given as to the meaning of the 
words “fair rent.” Some instructions 
ought to be issued which would serve as 
a guide in fixing a fair rent. It had 
been stated that the decision must be 
left to the discretion of the Assistant 
Commissioners, who were to go upon the 
land and place a value upon it by rule of 
thumb. It must be evident to the Com- 
mittee that in that case a great deal 
must depend upon the character of the 
men who were appointed Assistant Com- 
missioners, and it was the character of 
those men which had caused grievous dis- 
satisfaction in Ireland with what they 
had done, and great anxiety for what 
they might do in the future. No doubt 
many of the Assistant Commissioners 
were upright, impartial, and skilful men, 
but there were also among them many 
whose antecedents in no way qualified 
them to discharge efficiently the duties of 
their office. It was admitted that many 
of these men had had no previous ex- 
perience to guide them in valuing land, 
and there were others of them, he was 
sorry to say, whose antecedents were 
calculated to entirely destroy the con- 
fidence of the people in their decisions. 
For instance, many of them had been in 
the employment of landlords, as valuers, 
sub-agents, and agents, and were even 
landlords themselves. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
He held in his hand a very interesting 
return which had been moved for by his 
hon. Friend the Member for South 
Derry, which showed the names and 
date of appointment of all the Members 
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of the Land Commission. He had dis- 


covered one or two cases where gentle- 
men who had furnished that return had 
not given full information as to their 
antecedents. Some he knew of had 
returned themselves as surveyors who 
were not surveyors at all, but had simply 
been landlords’ agents. In the continua- 
tion of that return, the right hon. Gentle- 
man should see that inquiries were made 
with a view to checking the statements. 
It was essential that this great Depart- 
ment—the most vitally important of all 
the Departments of the Irish Govern- 
ment—should command the confidence 
of the people. One of the most im- 
portant matters at present engaging the 
attention of Irish people, was the re- 
vision of the present judicial rents. In 
order to revise those rents, a number of 
new Commissioners would .have to be 
appointed. He would impress upon the 
right hon. Gentleman that he ought to 
be most careful to select men who would, 
if possible, command the confidence of 
both landlords and tenants. It would 
be a very difficult thing to do, but upon 
the right hon. Gentleman’s success in 
doing it would largely depend the suc- 
cess of that Department. These matters 
would have to be discussed next year 
with very great care indeed. There was 
one other matter he desired to mention 
now in connection with the Land Com- 
mission. Unfortunately, when the Land 
Acts Committee were appointed, certain 
Members in the House resisted the in- 
clusion of the Purchase Department, but 
there was no Department that required 
reform more than the Purchase Depart- 
ment. He would urge upon the right 
hon. Gentleman to apply himself care- 
fully to the state of that Department, 
and to examine into the defects and 
evils which had obstructed its action. 
One abuse in particular should be 
removed as soon as possible. The prac- 
tice had arisen, and been held by some 
Commissioners to be legal, of making 
lettings for the purpose of selling farms. 
He knew of farms let by fathers to sons, 
for the purpose of borrowing money on 
the sale of the farm. What, he asked, 
could be more fraudulent than that a 
man should let a farm at an exorbitant 
price so as to borrow the money at 2} per 
cent.? This was a gross abuse, and it 
had been perpetrated over and over 
again in different parts of the country. 





The Chairman. 

















96 


ile- 
eir 


Tho 
ply 
ua- 
tle- 
ude 
its. 
rt- 
all 


rn- 


im- 
the 
Te- 


of 


the 


ld, 


uld 
yon 


uc- 
ers 
ear 
vas 
ion 
m- 
ind 
ain 

in- 
but 
red 
art- 
ght 
ure- 
nt, 
und 


on. 


rac- 
me 
ing 
ms. 
ons, 
on 
ced, 
ta 
ant 


per 
1 it 
ver 
try. 











1197 Supply. 


One of the Land Purchase Commis- 
sioners who attempted to stop it was 
overruled by his brother Commissioners. 
The money was voted by Parliament for 
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He would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to get for himself the instructions which 
were issued to the inspectors of the pur- 
chase department, and to cross-question 


the purpose of settling the tenant far-| those inspectors as to whether, when 
mers on their holdings, and not for the! they were inspecting a farm and making 
purpose of being put into the pockets of | a report on the nature of the security to 


impecunious landlords. The Committee 
were aware that, under the present Land 
Purchase Act, a certain portion of the 
price was reserved and guaranteed by 
the Land Purchase Commissioners, 
and that portion was not paid 
out till it had been repaid by the 
tenant. He contended that if farms 
were sold at a fair price the State pos- 
sessed ample security in the tenant-right 
of the tenant, for the property of the 
tenant in the farm, as recognised now 
by the law, was often as great as the 
property of the landlord, and if he was 
only called on to buy the property of the 
landlord, the State, as mortgagee, had 
half the value of the farm, and the whole 
of the tenant-right stood as margin of 
security. 

*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is now criticising the law as it exists 
at present. I do not think that can be 
discussed on this Vote. I have allowed 
the hon. Member to deal with the ad- 
ministration of the Land Commission, 
but any alteration of the law cannot be 
discussed on this Vote. 

Mr. DILLON pointed out that 
frequently the reports sent to the Land 
Commission by the inspectors stated that 
the price fixed between landlord and 
tenant was too great, and that the farm 
was no security for the price. He had 
made inquiries as to whether the inspec- 
tors were instructed to separate the 
interest of the landlord and tenant, but, 
as a matter of fact, they did not ; their 
custom was to examine a farm as it stood, 
and to report to the Land Commission 
whether the farm as it stood was value 
as security for the advance to be made. 
In many cases they reported that the 
farm was not value for the advance to be 
made, and, he contended, that showed 
that in the great number of these sales 
the tenant was compelled not only to pay 
for the landlord’s interest in the farm, 
but also for the whole of the tenant- 
right. If that was not so there must be 
an ample margin of security, because the 
tenant-right must be there over and 
above the advance made by the State. 








the Purchase Commissioners, they took 
the farm as it stood, or reported on the 
landlord interest only. His remarks 
applied especially to certain large estates 
in Ireland where tenants had been 
evicted. He hoped this matter would be 
fully considered by a Committee next 
year, but pending that he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would inquire into 
this point. At the opening of next 
Session he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would move for the reappointment 
of the Land Acts Committee for the pur- 
pose of inquiring into the administration 
of the Purchase Commission, and also of 
the Land Department of the High Court 
in Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN said, that on the Pon- 
sonby estate some of the tenants had 
purchased a short time ago, but their 
case would, unhappily, be a warning to 
others. It was pointed out at the time 
that the price that was being offered for 
this land was entirely disproportionate 
to its value. A large number of the 
tenants had engaged in an agrarian 
combination, and there had been a state 
of conflict on the estate, but he believed 
about half of them had purchased. They 
had purchased at so high a price, how- 
ever, that it would be morally impossible 
for them to continue to pay the instal- 
ments. Unfortunately, it was likely to 
be only a matter of time when the pur- 
chasers on the Ponsonby estate would be 
in a far worse position than those who 
were on the holdings at present, and this 
state of affairs, he contended, was entirely 
due to the laxity of the Purchase Com- 
missioners. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN, interposing, said 
the hon. Member was not entitled to go 
into the constitution of the Land Com- 
mission, as those salaries were not 
included in the Vote. He must request 
the hon. Member to leave the Land 


Commission alone. 


Mr. FLYNN said, what he wished to 
deal with was the inspectors who went 
down to value the land. He knew, as 
well as any Member of the House, that 
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he could not bring up the Land Com- 
mission on this Vote. He was not an 
old Parliamentary hand, but he knew 
that these inspectors were supposed to 
act upon instructions, but so far as he 
was informed, they did not do so. 
What they had to do was to see if the 
land was value to the State, but he 
contended that they put an extravagant 
value on the land. They ought to act 
on definite instructions and they ought 
not to attach importance to the financial 
embarrassments of the landlords. The 
inspectors should have nothing to do 
with that. They should have only to 
do with the present value of the land. 
He contended that the inspectors did 
not act in that way in the case of which 
he spoke, the Ponsonby Estate. With 
regard to the Sub-Commissioners he did 
not propose to go into that at any 
length. They might be told that they 
need not go intoit, because it was intended 
to bring in a Land Bill next Session, but 
the members of that Committee were 
supposed to be in ignorance of the 
intentions of Her Majesty’s Government. 
They must take things as they found 
them, and their charge was that with 
the exception of a minority of the Sub- 
Commissioners, the bulk of them acted 
in the interest of the landlord class, that 
they were appointed from landlord 
agents, and that they had utterly failed 
to do justice to the people or to carry 
out the intentions of the Act of 1881. 
He should not weary the Committee 
with any lengthened reference to the 
report of Mr. Morley’s Committee on 
that particular point. As far as the 
administration went, that Committee 
found that the Sub-Commissioners ap- 
pointed under the Act went even 
beyond Adams v. Dunseath, and fixed 
the rent on the tenant’s own improve- 
ments, and as if the tenant had no 
interest in the holding. The history of 
the manner in which these Sub-Com- 
missioners had fixed the rent on the 
tenant’s own improvements, was one of 
the most melancholy chapters in the 
Mr. Flynn. 
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history of how the Act, intended to 
benefit the tenant, had been whittled 
down until it had become practically 
worthless to the tenants of Ireland, 
Comparing the reductions granted, with 
the reductions granted voluntarily in 
England, it must be evident that these 
Sub-Commissioners had set all the equity 
of the case out of consideration. He 
should not say more than that, whatever 
legislation they might have on this 
question, he trusted that care would be 
taken that these Sub-Commissioners 
should not be drawn exclusively from 
one class, but from the people who would 
do justice as between man and man. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
hon. Member for East Mayo has criticised 
the Land Commission from two points of 
view. He has criticised the system, and 
he has criticised those who have carried 
it out. As regards the system itself, I 
am bound to say I can goa very con- 
siderable distance with him. He has 
told the Committee truly that the Com- 
mission has since its inception cost no 
less than £1,300,000, and thas the work 
of the Commission has been to reduce 
the rents by 20 per cent. per annum. 
That is to say, that for an expenditure of 
£1,300,000 there has been a gain to the 
tenants on the whole—if the advantage 
of the Commission is to be measured in 
that way—of something like £1,200,000 
a year. I agree that that seems to be an 
enormous sum of public money to spend 
for a reduction in rents which in England 
would have been effected, as the hon. 
Gentleman says, by a voluntary arrange- 
ment between landlords and _ tenants. 
At the same time I must remind him 
that, if the Act of 1881 had not been 
passed, we must not assume that at the 
present time the tenants would be actually 
paying the rents they were paying at the 
time when that Act was introduced, and 
if you abandon the system of the volun- 
tary arrangement between the landlord 
and t°nant, and substitute for it a system 
of judically fixing rents, you cannot 
expect to have the advantage of the 
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voluntary system going on concurrently 
with the advantage of the judicial system. 
If the rents are fixed by the Courts fora 
good number of years, that must have an 
inevitable tendency to stop any voluntary 
arrangements that might otherwise have 
been come to between landlord and 
tenant. That is a point which hon. 
Members from Ireland have not always 
sufficiently considered. The hon. Mem- 
ber went on to quote from the opinion 
given before the Select Committee by 
Mr. Doyle—namely, that the Assistant 
Commissioners were not guided by any 
principle, and that no one knew what a 
fair rent was, and he has asked me to do 
my best in the Land Bill I bring in to 
give an intelligible definition of what a 
fair rent is. I am not sanguine that I 
shall be able to accomplish that task any 
more than my predecessors. It may be 
pessible to give a definition of a fair rent 
which is satisfactory in words, but I am 
bound to say, when it comes to the actual 
valuation of a farm, that I have very 
grave doubts whether any definition, 
however carefully framed, can really do 
away with what the hon. Member 
describes as the rule of thumb. The hon. 
Member for North Cork has referred to 
the case of ‘‘ Adams and Dunseath,” and 
he has stated that the Commissioners 
really were not in the habit of giving to 
the tenants so much as the judgment of 
‘“ Adams and Dunseath” allowed, and 
that they really neglected the terms of 
that judgment altogether. If that refers 
to the division of the unearned increment 
as between the landlord and the tenant, 
in proportion to their interest in the 
holding, I think it is only fair to say that, 
so far as I can gather from the investi- 
gation of the subject I have been able to 
give, the Select Committee were not quite 
accurate in saying that “Adams and 
Dunseath” did lay down that principle 
at all. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman mean to say that the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone was 
wrong? [ Laughter. | 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 


not able to say, because I have not 
looked into it, what the view of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone was. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: He agreed with 
us. 

Mr.GERALD BALFOUR : He may 
possibly have done so. The opinion Iam 
expressing is at variance with the opinion 
of hon. Members opposite. If it happen 
also to be at variance with the opinion 
of my hon. Friend the Member for South 
Tyrone I am afraid I cannot help that. 
[Laughter.| My own judgment was that 
that principle was not really laid down 
in “ Adams and Dunseath,” and that it 
was not fair therefore to charge the Land 
Commission with having neglected what, 
if it had been laid down in “ Adams and 
Dunseath,” I admit would have been an 
important element in the case. But that 
is only by the way. Iturn to the speech 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo and 
the opinion given by Mr. Doyle, that it 
is simply a question for the discretion of 
each Commissioner. I have little doubt 
myself that there is a large element of 
truth in it. You may define and define, 
but when it comes to the practical appli- 
cation of the definition, then it really is 
a question of the skill which each valuer 
may have, of course bearing in mind the 
principles which must guide him in com- 
ing to a decision. 

Mr. DILLON: It is not so mucha 
question of definition as a question of 
method. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Of 
course I will do my best to make it as 
clear to the Sub-Commissioners as _pos- 
sible what they have to do, but it is im- 
possible to avoid the use of a rule of 
thumb to some extent. Hon. Members 
opposite must know that we on this side 
of the House have never been very much 
enamoured of the Act of 1881. We all 
see the enormous difficulties its applica- 
tion entails, and we have always felt the 
disadvantage of fixing rents with abso- 
lute rigidity for a given number of 
years. You have ruled it out of order, 
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Sir, to discuss the whole question of land|sure, that the Commissioners would 
tenure in Ireland, and, even had you not | inquire into the bond fides of all cases, 
done so, I do not think I could at the) Ido not think that a single case could 
present time enter on that subject, | be found in which the Sub-Commissioners 
because if I did so I should necessarily | have allowed such a case to pass. The 
have to anticipate what I may have to hon. Member asked me one other ques- 
say next Session in introducing the Land tion, and that is whether, in considering 
Bill. I must say I am appalied not only the terms of purchase, the Land Com- 
at the expenditure in which the Land | missioners have regard to the value of 
Commission has already involved the the landlord’s interest only, or also to 
country, but I am also appalled at the | the value of the tenant's interest in the 
idea of the expenditure which will be | holding. I believe they have regard to 
required if we have to deal with all the the value of the holding as a going con- 
applications which may come in for |cern—{“ Hear, hear!” ]—and I should 
fixing judicial rents in a manner similar imagine they were bound to do that. 
to that already adopted. If the 30,000, Then the hon. Member goes on to assume 
or so applications to refix judicial rents|that the tenant has an interest in the 
came in during the year following Sep- | holding equal to that of the landlord, 
tember 30th, and if the Land Commis-;and that the Commissioners have some- 
sion was to dispose of them ina single| times declined to accept the terms 
year, it would probably entail something voluntarily arranged between landlords 
like 70 additional sub-commissioners, | and their tenants, and, therefore, that it 
and would cost the country some £80,000 | follows that those terms must have been 
quite apart from the cost to the parties) very much too high, inasmuch as, con- 


themselves. I leave the matter there | sidering the value of the security, you 





for the judgment of the Committee, in 
order that they may realise what the 
present position of affairs is. I may add, 
by the way, that if the proposal in Mr. 
Morley’s Bill had been adopted, instead 
of 70 additional Commissioners, 
might possibly have had to appoint 
double that number in order to deal 
with the applications that would come 
in. The hon. Member for East Mayo 


we | 


have to consider the interest of the land- 
lord as well as the interest of the tenant. 
That is very plausible, but in each in- 
dividual case you would have to look 
into the relation of the landlord’s interest 
to the interest of the tenant. I believe 
| the Commissioners have been excessively 
cautious, perhaps they have been over- 
cautious, but until we really know what 
precautions they have regarded as neces- 





himself admitted that it would be very | sary to safeguard the State against loss, 
difficult to discover sufficient Sub-Com-|it is impossible to infer with the hon. 
missioners who would be able to carry | Member that the amounts voluntarily 
out the work in a satisfactory and im-|arranged in these cases between the 
partial manner. I quite agree with the | landlords and the tenants have been in 





hon. Member in that, but he will also 
agree with me when I say that that 
difficulty would be enormous if such a 
vast number of Sub-Commissioners had 
to be appointed. The hon. Member said 
that he believed there had been a large 
number of bogus cases got up for the 
purpose of borrowing money at a low 
rate of interest from the State. Possibly 
such cases may have been brought before 
the Commissioners ; but of this I am 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


their opinion too high. 

*Mr. MAURICE HEALY did not 
think that anyone would consider the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman to 
be a conclusive reply to the right hon. 
Member for East Mayo. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that in his view the 
Land Commission had been over-cautious. 
That statement amounted almost to a 
hint to the Land Commission that 
they had held the purse-strings too 
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tightly, and been too slow to sanction 
the arrangements come to between land- 
lords and tenants. But this very slow- 
ness on the part of the Commission in 
making advances was the only protection 
which the unfortunate tenant had in a 
great many instances. If the landlord 
and the tenant were dealing with each 
other on a footing of perfect equality, he 
would agree that it was not the function 
or duty of the Commission to step in 
between them, and to ascertain whether 
the bargain made by the landlord and 
the tenant was just to the latter. But 
the relations of the parties were not 
equal. In spite of all the Land Acts a 
great number of Irish tenants went to 
meet their landlords with a burden of 
arrears upon their backs. This made it 
impossible to regard them as free agents 
in these purchase transactions. In a 
large proportion of cases the landlord 
had it in his power, by demanding the 
arrears due, to force upon the tenant 
any bargain which he might think fit to 
insist upon. In these circumstances, if 
there were not some Department of State 
to step in between the landlord and the 
tenant, to examine their bargain, and to 
consider whether it was a just one for 
the tenant, it would be a poor look-out 
both for him and for the State, which 
supplied the money for the advances. 
The right hon. Gentleman said correctly 
that at present it was not the function 
of the Land Commission to differentiate 
between the interests of the landlord 
and the interests of the tenant. Ac- 
cording to the strict law, no doubt the 
sole function of the Commission, when 
asked to make an advance, was to in- 
quire whether the holding as it stood 
was sufficient security for the loan. 
But the argument of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo was that the functions of 
the Commission ought to be extended, 
and that the Commission ought to in- 
vestigate these bargains between land- 
lords and tenants, with a view to 
ascertain whether they were just in the 
tenants’ interest. That would be not 
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only a proper policy in the interest of 
the tenants, but also a proper policy 
having regard to the interests of the 
State, because no system of land pur- 
chase could continue in Ireland unless 
the tenant purchasers could faithfully 
observe their bargains. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is now getting rather far from the 
Vote. I ruled some time ago that hon. 
Members could not discuss the Irish 
land question on this Vote, and I must 
ask the hon. Member to confine himself 
to the particulars of the Vote. 


*Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked 
whether or not it would be open to him 
to argue that it was the duty of the 
Land Commissioners to issue such instruc- 
tions to their valuers as would secure 
the tenant purchaser from loss. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: No; I under- 
stand no criticism of the action of the 
Land Commissioners is permissible upon 
this Vote, because their salaries do not 
appear upon it. I have permitted criti- 
cism upon the character and action of 
the Assistant Commissioners and in- 
spectors who form the staff, but the hon. 
Member must not criticise the action of 
the Commissioners. 


*Mr. MAURICE HEALY said, that 
of course he would bow to the ruling of 
the Chairman. He would press on the 
right hon. Gentleman that his sound 
policy would be to insist that the valuers 
should keep a tight hand over the 
national purse-strings, and not shovel 
out money in any quantity to the land- 
lords of Ireland. He would pass to 
another point. In the Land Purchase 
Act of 1890 a clause was inserted plac- 
ing on the Land Commission the duty 
of seeing, in connection with the land 
purchase transactions, that the labourers 
were properly housed and that provision 
was made for the erection of cottages on 
the holdings. That clause had proved a 
dead letter, and he wished to know why 
such an important enactment had not 
been put in force. 
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Mr. POWER corroborated the state- 
ment of the hon. Member who had just 
sat down. Since the Election he had 
been waited on by several tenants 
among his own constituents, who com- 
plained that the inspections made by the 
inspectors sent down by the Land Com- 
mission had been cursory and hurried, 
and that due regard had not been paid 
to their representations. They said 
they were not actually free agents in the 
agreements made, and that they acted 
under duress, most of them having had 
writs served upon them by the landlords. 
Their condition was desperate, and he 
would suggest that the Chief Secretary 
should, under the circumstances, consider 
whether it was not possible to extend 
the period for the repayment of the loans 
which had been made to them. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY rose, with 
increasing reluctance, to speak upon any 
Trish question. If a man served three 
years at the Bar he was a lawyer, and 
was entitled to pass his judgment upon 
any legal question; if a man studied 
medicine for a few years he was licensed 
to kill or cure; if he took a journey to 
Siam on a Cook’s tourist ticket he was 
an authority upon that subject, or if he 
went round the world on a few months’ 
trip he was entitled to write about 
Greater Britain ; but if a man spent 40 
years in Ireland, devoted himself solely 
to Irish politics, and made it his special 
study, then he was the last person in the 
whole world to be listened to. He was 
consequently thinking of devoting him- 
self to Mekong and Macedonia—{ Laugh- 
ter|—leaving these small trumpery 
questions of his native land to English 
politicians, because they knew from an 
old saying that a prophet had no honour 
in his own country. It was, therefore, 
with great dittidence that he rose to 
make a few remarks on the Irish land 
question. He was greatly interested 
to hear from the Chief Secretary his 
observations in regard to his future 
legislation. The right hon. Gentleman 
dropped one remark that had struck 
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him as singularly interesting, because 
it was the first indication he had given 
them of the policy he intended to act 
upon in regard to his Bill of next Session. 
He had told them that he was appalled 
when he came to contemplate the 
prospect which would open up before 
the country next spring or autumn in 
the fact that 30,000 Irish farmers were 
again to require to have their rents fixed. 
Fancy a man being appalled at another 
man’s secking justice! [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
Why was he appalled? Because 80 
Sub-Commisioners at £500 a year each 
would have to be appointed, and £40,000 
a year would have to be spent upon the 
settlement of the Irish land question. 
When they came to the Vote for the 
Royal Irish Constabulary would the 
right hon. Gentleman be appalled! 
£66,000 for the settlement of the Irish 
land question in the interest of the 
tenants. How much for the police in 
the interest of the landlords — 
£1,370,000. That did not appall him a 
bit. There was another significant 
deduction to be drawn from the observa- 
tions of the right hon. Gentleman. The 
Chief Secretary was appalled at the 
notion of 30,000 tenants going into 
court, and he had warned the tenants 
that he was going to take a short way with 
them. [Mr. G. Batrour: “I did not 
say so.”| No, the right hon. Gentleman 
did not dare to say so, but he was 
entitled to place his commentary upon 
the observations, and he maintained it 
was quite plain the right hon. Gentle- 
man was going to garrot and throttle 
the rights of the tenants to go into 
court. The tenants were not to go into 
court, because Mr. Justice Bewley told 
them he would postpone judgment on 
their applications if they did. Yes, but 
if they did not go into court at once, 
although judgment might be postponed, 
what security and guarantee had they 
that the Bill of the right hon. Gentle- 
man might not contain some provision 
abridging the right they now had to have 
a fair rent fixed ? 
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*THe CHAIRMAN said, 
Gentleman was discussing possible 
legislation next Session. It was obvious 
that that did not arise on the Vote for 
the Land Commission, which terminated 
on March 31 next. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he readily 
bowed to the Chairman’s decision, 
because he could see the remark of the 
Minister that he was appalled as to 
what would happen next year was 
entirely disorderly. 

*Tue CHATRMAN said that if made 
in that bald way it would have been 
disorderly. The right hon. Gentleman 
regarded the Commission as expensive, 
and, as an illustration of the expense, he 
referred to the possibility of future 
developments, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, con- 
cerned as he was in the clodhoppers in 
question, and having no regard whatever 
to the salaries which might be involved 
in their getting justice, his advice to the 
Trish tenants was that, notwithstanding 
the appalling shock to the conscience of 
the Irish Secretary, they should, as 
soon as their rights accrued, serve their 
notices in court, and leave it to the 
British Minister to say, when he brought 
in his Bill next March, how the rush 
should be dealt with. He did not 
believe that if the men rushed into 
court in any numbers, the right hon. 
Gentleman would have the courage to 
carry out the views which he imagined 
were now lurking in his mind, But 
the Chief Secretary said, with some 
truth, that the fixing of fair rents must 
be always more or less in the nature of 
a rule of thumb; he condemned that 
method of settlement, and alluded to 
settlement by legal process. Where did 
the proposition of Euclid come in in the 


the hon. 


settlement of any legal question. Take 
the Employers’ Liability Act. A work- 


man had his leg taken off by a machine 
and he got compensation. Was that 
compensation arrived at by any other 
rule but the rule of thumb? How could 
any other rule prevail under a land 
VOL, XXXVI. [FouRTH SERIES. | 
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system whereby the landlord was 
different in race, religion, thought, 
feeling, house and home, from the people. 
The landlord lived in this island and 
cared nothing about his own land, and 
in order to prevent his exactions they 
had set up an abnormal state of things 
which did not exist, except in India, 
in any other country in the world. As 
between Lord Clanricarde living in the 
Albany, and his tenants over in Galway, 
he said—* blessed be the rule of thumb.” 
He did not hold up the rule of thumb, 
as some magnificent emanation of 
profound genius, but he said it was the 
only kind of protection the tenants had 
against their oppressors. As between 
the labour of the tenant and the so- 
called rights of the landlord, by every 
consideration which belonged to justice 
and equity, the improvements upon a 
farm were created by the tenant. 
Where had that contention been 
questioned? The right hon. Gentleman 
quarelled with the view of the Morley 
Committee. But did he quarrel with 
it upon the doctrine that the improve- 
ments were made by the tenants? No, 
the right hon. Gentleman did not 
venture to do that. The advocates of 
the tenants therefore contended that the 
tribunals, created as they were by the 
hon. Gentleman opposite, and_per- 


meated as they were by the land- 
lord class, should not be allowed 
to say that those improvements 


belonged to any man except to the 
man who by his sweat had created them. 
The laws were those of the British 
Parliament; they were made by the 
enemies of Ireland in the House of Com- 
mons, and by her tenfold enemies in the 
House of Lords. Irish representatives 
were forced to come to Westminster to 


discuss them, and then the British 
Parliament quarrelled with its own 
handiwork and called them “rule of 


thumb.” The British Parliament wished 
Irishmen to worship its laws, while it 
spat upon them itself. That was prac- 
These Sub- 


tically the Irish question. 
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Commissioners were 70 or 80 in number, 
and with one or two exceptions they 
were all landlords’ men. The Chief 
Secretary was appalled at the thought of 
the Irish peasant having resort, not to 
the Land League, or the Riband Societies, | 
or the Moonlighters, but to the tribunals 
which he himself appointed. Hedenounced 
this British pharisaism in connection 
with the Irish land question. There 
was no mystery about that question ; it 
was so simple that it was ridiculous to 
discuss it. The Irish kern, who had 
made the land, whose home it was, who 
had to work on it in hunger and rain, 
sought some little right to acquire more 
decent sustenance than the pig and the 
fowl which housed with him. [Cheers.] 
He asked that he should be required to 
give to the landlord, who was away 
at Epsom or Monte Carlo, only what 
would leave him, the tenant, enough to 
The Chief 
Secretary was appalled at this expenditure 
on the Land but 
million and three-quarters spent on the 
Royal Irish Constabulary was the delight 
and boast of Parliament. And what a 
magnificent body of men they were. 
[Ministerial Cheers.| Any one could be 
loyal at 30s. a week. If the Irish peasants, 
who hardly got 2s. 6d. a week out of 
their holdings, were given 30s. a week, 
they might be inclined to recognise more 
than they did the benefits of the British 
Constitution. The land question, or the 
future or the past policy of the Govern- 
nent, could not be discussed on this Vote. 
The only question that could be discussed 
was whether the salaries of the Secretary 
and Assistant-Secretary were or were not 
excessive. Here were the Irish Members, 
with a nation behind them, panting to 
know what the Government were going 
to do about the land question next year ; 
there was not a peasant in Ireland to 
whom this question did not involve the 
whole of life interest; and yet the 
Trish representatives were not allowed 
even to offer a _ suggestion to 
Her Majesty’s Government on _ the 


live in misery and rags. 


Commission ; the 
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subject. He did not desire to deny 
the right hon. Gentleman sufficient time 
to consider the Irish land question. It 
had been considered long enough. They 
began its consideration with the Devon 
Commission 50 years ago. 
*TueE CHAIRMAN : I have to inform 
the hon. Member again—and I think 
that he recognises the ruling to be just— 
that the land question generally cannot 
be properly raised on this Vote. [Minis- 
terial cheers. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, hon. Mem. 
bers rejoiced at that statement. They 
did not want the Irish question to be 
discussed. [Cries of “ Order” and cheers.} 
But the Irish Members were sent to 
Westminster to discuss it. The Irish 
people took no interest in anything else, 
This was not their Parliament ; and the 
Irish Members came to it to fight their 
opponents in handcuffs. He made no 
complaint of the ruling of the Chairman. 
Practically, he believed it was the ruling 
that their friends in the chair 
would arrive at ; but it resulted from the 
fact that the First Lord of the Treasury 
had taken the salaries of the Judicial 
Commissioners off the Estimates, and had 
put them on the Consolidated Fund. 
The only question they could discuss on 
the Vote, therefore, was whether the 
Land Commission was an _ economical 
system or not. As far as he was con- 
cerned, he was not in the least interested 
whether the Irish Land Commission was 
economically worked or not. Personally 
he did not care whether it cost £60,000 
or £660,000, The more that oppression 
cost in Ireland the better he was pleased ; 
he would not cross the floor of the House 
to save the British Treasury a million of 
money. The more it cost this country 
the better he was satisfied. Acting, 
therefore, on the ruling of the Chair, he 
had only to express his opinion, for the 
benefit of those in Ireland who might 
read what he said [ironical cheers], that, 
having regard to the series of speeches 
the right hon. Gentleman had made, the 
series of letters which he had caused to 


own 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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be written to the Irish Land Commission | the County Courts in England and in 
and which he had been afraid to produce | Ireland ; but, whereas in England quite 
[cheers], the replies which he had received | small towns had a County Court sitting 
from the Land Commission, and which|once a month, in Ireland they were 
he had been afraid to lay on the table of denied even the small concession of 
the House, the circumstance that he was | having sittings twice a year. The differ- 
appalled at the prospect of 30,000 Irish | ence between England and Ireland was 
farmers having the right to go into Court | that, whereas in England the conveni- 
next September or November, the fact|ence of the people was consulted, in 
that the Government had promoted three | Ireland they consulted rather the con- 





gentlemen who had voted against the 
Report of the Morley Committee as) 
against one in favour of it, that the right | 
hon. Gentleman had gone out of his way | 
to condemn the Morley Report on the one | 
point vitally interesting to the tenant— 
its view of the case of “ Adams v. Dun-| 
seath ”—his advice to the Irish farmers | 
would be to put little faith in the pro- 
mises of the right hon. Gentleman of. 
legislation in the course of next year. If 
they did they would be disappointed, and 
they would be well advised, if they now, 
considered that they had the right to go) 
jnto Court, to exercise that right while it | 
still remained to them, in order to pre: 
vent that right from being taken away 
from them, as was threatened in the next 
Bill promised by the right hon. Gentle. 
man. [Cheers. | 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £63,104 to complete 
the sum for County Court Officers and 
others in Treland, 


Mr. POWER said, he wished to draw 
attention to the great inconvenience that 
had been occasioned by the withdrawal 
of Civil Bill Courts from Carrick-on-Suir 
and Carrickbeg. Last year representa- 
tions were made to the Chief Secretary, 
and it was arranged that the Courts 
should be restored ; but there had been | 
a misunderstanding as to the number 
of Courts that should be held, and it! 
appeared to have been the decision of | 
the Privy Council that the Courts should | 
be held only once a year. He did not. 
wish to draw an exact parallel between 


venience of the highly-paid officials. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, that 
his impression was that this was a ques- 
tion for the Judicial Committee. 

Mr. POWER said that, if the right 
hon. Gentleman would only express an 
opinion that the demand now made was, 
on the face of it, just and reasonable, he 
thought that those gentlemen would take 
their cue from him, and would submit to 
this small, just, and reasonable demand. 

Mr. FLYNN called attention to the 
case of Robert Gleeson, an _ evicted 
tenant on the estate of Sir John Carden, 
who was, he stated, sentenced at Tem- 
plemore Petty Sessions under a Statute 
of Edward IIT. It seemed extraordinary 
that the return of a Conservative Gov- 
ernment should lead to the recrudescence 
of cases of magisterial oppression which 
characterised the administration of 1880 
-1891. They would be very loath to 
attack the question of the Resident 
Magistrates in Ireland, if they were 
not forced to do so by cases of that 
kind. He had asked the Attorney 
General that afternoon about this case, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had replied 
that several prosecutions had taken place 
during the late administration. 

*ToeE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND said, he had stated that 


' there were several hundreds. 


Mr. FLYNN said he challenged that 
statement. He did not know where the 
right hon. Gentleman got his informa- 
tion. He wished to know under what 
statute the residential Magistrate pro- 
ceeded to this extremity, and sent this 
unfortunate evicted tenant to prison for 
a month? The fact was that this man 
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was trying to sell some sheep, and the not heard the last of this matter. 
evicted tenant said to the possible pur-| He was anxious to hear what reply the 
chasers, ‘“‘ These sheep ought to be good | Chief Secretary or the Attorney General 
sheep, for they were grazed on my evicted| would give as to the proceedings at 
farm.” He held that to be an extra-|Templemore Petty Sessions, but if the 
ordinary and coercive law which could| Government went on in this way they 
make an offence of such an utterance.) would raise a very strong feeling in 
It was admitted by the steward in cross-| Ireland. They were anxious that the 


Supply. 


examination that that was the only act 
that the tenant had done, and that he 
had used no violence, obstruction, or 
intimidation, and yet the Resident Magis- 
trate sent the man to prison for a month. 
He asked hon. Members representing 
English and Scotch constituences to give 


‘right hon. Gentleman should get fair 
play, and they should help him by every 
means in their power, but he warned 
him that a mean, miserable tyranny of 
this kind would raise a spirit in Ireland 
which could not be put down. 

Mr. DILLON said, a few cases of 





a fair consideration to this case. Inthis|this kind had occurred, but in those 
country the workmen had the right of| cases the most angry protests had been 
striking for higher wages. If their em-| made by the Irish Nationalist Members. 
ployer says to them, “I cannot give you|The practice pursued here ‘was most 
more than so much wages,” the men| scandalous and outrageous. ‘What was 
have a right to say to him, “ we cannot | the case with regard to this unfortunate 
accept the wages you propose to offer|man? He was harshly and cruelly 
us,” and to leave their employment. But | evicted. He was now suffering a second 
further than that, the men had a right|term of imprisonment. He was put 
to station one of themselves at their| under a rule of bail to be of good 
employer’s door, and advise those who| behaviour and keep the peace. He had 
came to fill their places not to enter into| not broken the peace, and he had not 
the employment. Why should not the|done anything which in England was 


law in Ireland be based upon the same} not perfectly legal and commonly done 


principle? How did an evicted Irish} by the working men of this country. 
tenant break the law by saying ‘“ These | There was the strike at Northampton. 
ought to be good sheep because they| *TuHe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
were fed npon my farm?” Under the| think the hon. Member is going rather 
ordinary law no man could have been | far from the question. 

prosecuted for making such a statement,|) Mr. DILLON said, the Attorney 
and the right hon. Gentleman would |General had justified the placing of this 
have been ashamed to have introduced a| man under a rule of bail, and he (Mr. 
Bill into the House for the purpose of| Dillon) was contending that the man’s 
making such a statement a criminal | action was exactly on all fours with the 
offence. The prosecution in this case| proceedings of the working men in this 
had, therefore, been compelled to fall| country. Mr. Gleeson had as much 
back upon the obsolete statute of Ed-| right to do what he did as the strikers 
ward ITI. Surely that statute was/| in a recent boot strike had to endeavour 
opposed in principle to the now acknow- | to dissuade men from going into shops 
ledged right of Trade Unionists to com-|concerned in the dispute. Then, he 
bine for their own protection. The! understood that in cases of intimidation 


Resident Magistrate, however, acting 
under the power supposed to be conferred 
upon him by that ancient statute, had 
bound this man over to keep the peace, 
“which you have not broken, or else we 
shall send you to prison for a month.” 
The law under which this man was 
prosecuted was a monstrous one. It 
was a most unhappy thing for the 
Government that such a case as 
this should be brought before the 
country, and he was firmly convinced 
that the right hon. Gentleman 


Mr. Flynn. 


had | 


in this country the practice was to leave 
the prosecution to the individual ag- 
grieved. But in Ireland, the numerous 
police force were ever ready immediately 
to set the law in motion, In this in- 
stance a cruel injustice had been done, 
and proceedings of this character, instead 
of promoting peace, would considerably 
increase the difficulties in preserving law 
and order in Ireland. He would await 
with interest the proofs that the late 
Government instituted hundreds of pro- 
secutions under the Statute of Edward 
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III. His recollection was that there| He acted in antagonism to everyone 
were only two or three cases, and that| who held Nationalist opinions, and on 
in only one instance was a man im-|the Bench he had displayed animus to 
prisoned. In every single instance in|an extraordinary degree. The farmer 
which the late Government attempted | whose application for a licence was re- 
to enforce that Statute, the Nationalist | fused was a well-known man in Ardagh, 
Members remonstrated in the strongest | and his character would bear the closest 
possible language. Whether they were) investigation. Although his application 
instituted by a Liberal Government or} was refused, a licence was granted two 
by a Tory Government, proceedings of | weeks ago by the same magistrate to an 
this character were an abominable per-| individual who had been found dis- 
version of the law, and ought not to be| charging his gun at people in a public 
tolerated for a single moment. He pro-| road when suffering under the effects of 
tested against this straining of the law|drink. He pressed the Chief Secretary 
against poor and defenceless tenants in| for an inquiry into the conduct of this 
Ireland, and he would impress upon the | Resident Magistrate. 
Chief Secretary that he should depart} *THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
from the evil position taken up by the| IRELAND, replying to the hon. Mem- 
Trish Office, and should administer the} ber for East Mayo, said that it was very 
law equally and indifferently between | difficult for him to discuss the case of 
the poor tenants and the wealthy land-| Robert Gleeson in that House, and for 
lords of the country. If there was to|this reason:—If the contention of the 
be any inclination towards one side or| hon. Member for Mayo was well founded, 
the other, the right hon. Gentleman | and if the order made against Gleeson 
ought to lean rather towards an indul-| was pronounced without any evidence 
gent attitude towards the poor and| whatever to justify it, it would be quite 
defenceless, than towards the rich and|open to him to apply for a writ of 
powerful. certiorari, with the object of getting the 
Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN desired to | order quashed. He had not the slightest 
direct the attention of the Committee | alarm, so far as his own action was con- 
to an extraordinary answer given by | cerned, in discussing the particulars of 
the Chief Secretary to a question put|this case. The prosecution, if prosecu- 
by him that day. He did not think it} tion it could be called, was nothing more 
necessary to put a supplemental question | than this, that a summons was served 
because this Vote was coming on. <As/ upon this man alleging that he did un- 
the case was typical of many others, he| lawfully watch and beset one Henry 
thought he was justified in calling atten-| Morgan, and unlawfully obstruct and 
tion to this subject. The question he| prevent him from conducting his lawful 
put was as to whether a gun licence was| business, namely, sheep-selling, at the 
refused by the resident magistrate to one | fair at Templemore, and did induce and 
Thomas Ambrose, a most respectable | prevent other persons from purchasing 
farmer of Ardagh, in the county of Lime-| sheep from the said Henry Morgan with 
rick, The reply of the right hon. Gentle- | intent to injure him and the owner of 
man was that he did not differ with the| the said sheep, and had been at said 
conclusions arrived at by the magistrates.|time and place guilty of conduct 
If that was the principle adopted by the} calculated to provoke a breach of 
Chief Secretary it foreboded ill for the | the peace. It was an ordinary form of 
future. He thought it was the duty of} summons. In regard to this jurisdiction 
the Chief Secretary, before he made that | the hon. Member for East Mayo said it 
reply, to inquire into the character of|did not exist or could not be exercised 
the man whose application was refused. | in England. 
The matter had created a deep feeling! Mr. DILLON : No, I did not say 
in the district, and in every other part| that. I said it would not be used in 
of the county. It seemed to him that /| similar cases in England. 
this magistrate was not actuated by fine) *T'nx ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
feelings of justice. He was rather in-] IRELAND did not know that similar 
clined to believe that feelings of a/cases would arise in England, but this 
different character must have actu-| jurisdiction which magistrates had ex- 
ated him in the decision he gave.|ercised, not as a punishment for crime 
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actually committed, but in further- 
ance of preventive justice, to compel 
a man to give sureties to keep the 
peace and be of good _ behaviour, 
existed in England as well as in 
Treland, and existed not under the 
Statute of Edward at all, but under tie 
commission which every magistrate holds. 
In regard to this matter, Mr. Morley, 
replying to a question on June 21 last, 
said, in reference to the application of 
this statute to the Massereene evicted 
tenants :—— 


* Justices ot the Peacein Englandand in Ireland 
have at all times exercised the power of requir- 
ing persons to find sureties for good behaviour 
when, in the exercise of their judgment, a case 
is made out for it in evidence. The power is 
founded on their commission as justices and the 
Statute of Edward, and it is, and has been, the 
ordinary law.”’ 


That was the jurisdiction which the 
magistrates exercised, and they exercised 
it to prevent conduct calculated to pro- 
voke crime and lead to a breach of the 
peace. It wasa jurisdiction not peculiar 
to Ireland, but which existed in Eng- 
land. It was entirely inaccurate to say 
that Gleeson was ordered to give sureties 
to keep the peace and be of good 
behaviour for merely stating that the 
sheep had been fed on a boycotted farm. 
He dogged the vendor of the sheep 
for three hours and warned off people 
who, in all probability, according to the 
evidence, would have purchased the 
sheep. No conduct was more likely to 
lead to a breach of the peace or to inter- 
fere with the lawful right which every 
man in the community had to sell his 
produce in open market. {‘‘ Hear, hear!”] 
It was for these acts that Gleeson was 
bound over to keep the peace, The 
hon. Member for Mayo had challenged 
him to point to any case under the late 
Administration where men were held to 
bail under this statute for similar 
offences. He had not a complete list by 
him, but he should be happy to furnish 
one to the hon. Member if he would put a 
question on the Paper. He had shown 
where Mr. Morley enforced this Act 
against the evicted tenants on the Mas- 
sereene estate. [Mr. Ditton: “Tried 
to enforce it.”] He did not see how the 
Executive was less to blame for 
having taken an abortive proceeding. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] In 274 agrarian 
cases during the three years of Mr. 
The Attorney General for Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 








Supply. 1220 
Morley’s administration, men were 
held to bail to give securities to 
keep the peace and be of good 


behaviour under summonses actually in 
this form, and 71 were sent to prison in 
default of bail. In those three years 94] 
persons were proceeded against under 
summonses identical with this and were 
bound to keep the peace and be of good 
behaviour, those who made default 
being sent to prison. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
So far trom the present Government 
giving a different direction to the ad- 
ministration of the criminal law and 
putting in force statutes which had been 
laid aside during the term of office of 
the late Government, quite «ihe contrary 
was the case, and they had merely pur- 
sued the policy adopted for the last 15 
or 16 years. [‘* Hear, hear !” 

Mr. DILLON confessed that he was 
surprised at the figures the right hon. 
Gentleman had given, and would take 
an opportunity of ascertaining whether 
they were accurate or not. He would 
only say that conduct similar to that 
adopted in this case would not be 
tolerated in England. When the boot- 
makers were on strike in Northampton 
they sent round men on bicycles to per- 
suade country manufacturersand finishers 
not to take the boots. of the North- 
ampton makers. That was an analogous 
case to that of Gleeson, but it was not 
attempted to adopt the procedure in 
England which was adopted in Ireland. 
[“‘ Hear, hear !” 

*Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND was not acquainted with the 
facts of the case to which the hon Mem- 
ber referred. He was responsible for 
administration of justice in Ireland, and 
he had, he considered, shown that in 
this case the magistrates acted quite 
properly in the course they took. 
|‘ Hear, hear! ”] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman answer my question in 
regard to the process-servers 1 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no control whatever in the matter. It 
is a matter entirely for the County 
Court Judge. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that was 
all very good; but the salaries of the 
process-servers were included in this 
Vote. Had the Committee no control 
over their salaries? All he asked was 
that persons occupying quasi-judicial 
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positions in the service of writs and 
processes should not be allowed to act 
as partisans. In England—that great 
and free and noble country—it would 
not be tolerated ; and what he wanted 
was to have the law of England applied 
to Ireland. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
hon. and learned Gentleman asks for an 
expression of my opinion, I say it is 
undesirable that persons holding these 
positions should act as partisans. 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN asked! 
whether the right hon. Gentleman | 
would make any inquiries into the case | 
of Mr. Ambrose, who was refused a gun 
licence. Was the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the police sergeant gave this 
man a most exemplary character and 
supported the granting of the licence ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, he 


was not aware. 


Mr. FLYNN urged that if a farmer 
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|and the Home Rule scheme  con- 
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templated the reorganisation and re- 
duction of the police establishment. 
Fifteen years ago a most remarkable 
speech was delivered by the late John 
Bright on the Irish Constabulary Vote. 
He said that the speeches of the Irish 
Members had been of a character to 
produce an effect on the House, and 
that he agreed with a great deal that 
had been said. He referred to the Irish 
Constabulary as a force differing from 
any force in Great Britain for the pre- 
servation of the peace, and added that 
in the then condition of Ireland it was 
almost necessary. But that showed how 
much there was to be done to change the 
condition of the general mass of the 
Irish people ; and he expressed the hope 
that the time would come when the 
police system of Ireland might be placed 
on a footing as judicious, and as conform- 
able to English ideas of freedom as that 





of the English police. Mr. Bright made 


applied for a licence for a gun for) that speech 15 years ago, and since that 


use on his own farm the political pre-| time nothing had been done to carry 


dilections of the magistrate should not) out his views. The whole history of the 
be allowed to interfere. 


He believed Royal Irish Constabulary was most ex- 


it was perfectly impossible that cases | tra5rdinary. for, as the population of Ire- 
such as had been mentioned could have | ne pop 





occurred in England. He challenged 
any English Member to show that any 
case of the kind had happened in this 
country. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £56,178, to complete 
the sum for the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY complained of 
the legal disability of pawnbrokers in 
Dublin to form limited liability com- 
panies. 


*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 


IRELAND promised to look into the 
matter. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £675,461, to complete 
thesum for the Royal Irish Constabulary, 


Mr. DILLON said, he abstained from 
protesting against this Vote during the 
time of the late Government, because it 
was the policy of that Government 
to grant Home Rule to _ Ireland, 


land had decreased, the cost of the police 
force had increased. At one time the 
force was partly paid out of the local 
resources of Ireland, but at the time of 
the Repeal of the Corn Laws the whole 
cost was thrown on the British Exche- 
quer by Sir Robert Peel. In 1860 the 
force cost £700,000 a year, and the 
population of Ireland was more than 
6,000,000. In 1870 the cost was 
£911,000 a year; in 1871 it cost 
£913,000 a year; in 1880 it cost 
£1,134,000 a year; in 1886 it cost 
| £1,396,000 a year; in 1888 it cost 
| £1,412,000 a year, and at that figure it 
now stood. So that while the popula- 
tion had decreased by a million and a 
half, the cost of the police force had 
_doubled since 1860. The facts and 
| figures showed that there must be some- 
|thing radically wrong in the social 
|system of Ireland; and there did not 
| appear to be any prospect of change in 
this extraordinary position of things. 
|The Constabulary cost £1,400,000 in 
| 1887, and with a decrease of 300,000 
| in the population, the cost was still the 
\same. In 1860 the Constabulary cost 
2s. 4d. per head of the population, and 
to-day 7s. per head. The facts required 
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some explanation, for, apart from agra-| 
rian disturbance, the Trish were practi-| 
cally a crimeless people. Outside the) 
large towns it was purely an agricul- 
tural population, and it should cost less 
to police an agricultural than a manufac- | 
turing population. In the English 
boroughs outside London there was one 
policeman to 1,200 of the population ; 
in Ireland, outside of Dublin, there was 
one to 300 ; in other words, there were 
four times as many policemen in propor- 
tion to-the population. The reason was 
the Irish police were used for military 
purposes ; they were a standing army to 
maintain the injustice of rent. The 
landlords had been encouraged in their 
oppression by an absurd use of the police. 
No landlord in Great Britain expected 
armed police to be put in motion at his 
wish to evict tenants. There was no 
civilised country in the world in which 
such performances went on as was con- 
stantly to be seen in Ireland in the 
shape of summary evictions for 
non-payment of excessive rent. The' 
police, acting as bailiffs and servants 
of the Irish landlords, had caused out- | 
rageous expense for the Irish police, 
amounting to £1,000,000 more than 
should be required, and £700,000 or 
£800,000 for the Irish Land Commission | 
to reduce rents which were too high. 
The Imperial Exchequer was bled to the | 
extent of £1,500,000 a year to keep up| 
the system of landlord government in 
Treland. How long was Ireland to have | 
a police force costing three or four times | 
as much as that of any other country in 
the world? Some explanation for this | 
state of things should be given before the | 
House was asked to pass this Vote. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, the 
hon. Member had exaggerated the figures 
as to the Irish police. The force did not 
number more than 11,000. It was re-; 
duced during Mr. Morley’s tenure of 
office by 688, and between August, 1886, 
and August, 1892, when a Conservative 
Government held office, it was reduced 
by 571 men. 

Mr. DILLON: There has been no 
reduction in the cost. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, but) 
in the number of men. The additional | 
cost was to a considerable extent due to | 
the Pension Scheme introduced by Act | 
of Parliament. But, although the hon. 
Gentleman had told the Committee aeaad 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


\from the ranks. 
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during the past three years he did not 
think it incumbent upon him to attack 
the size of the Constabulary force and 
the amount expended upon it because 
there was a Government in office friendly 
to his own views of Irish policy, he 
could hadly expect him, immediately 
after coming into office, to do what he 
did not ask the late Government to do, 

Mr. DILLON said, the late Govern- 
ment were pledged to a large scheme for 
the reconstruction of the Government 
of Ireland which entailed a great 
reduction in the police. A Unionist 
Government now came in not s0 
pledged, and he wanted td know what 
their intentions on the subject were. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, that 
a reduction had been made in the 
number of men in the force by the two 
last Governments, As, however, Mr. 
Morley did not find it possible to carry 
out any considerable reduction in the 
force, he did not see any prospect of the 
present Government being able to 
do so. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman would not con- 
found them with Mr. Morley. They 
were Irish Nationalists, and had nothing 
to do with Mr. Morley. He protested 
against the whole system—the Govern- 
ment of Ireland as carried on by Mr. 
Morley and by Mr. Balfour, and by 
anybody else. Mr. Morley, however, 
did one good thing, inasmuch as he had 
issued a direction that one-half of the 
officers of the force should be chosen 
Instead of selecting 
the young men from Yorkshire to fill 
the ranks of the force they should be 
taken from among the Irish people 
themselves. He did not complain of 
the amount of the Estimate. The more 
wasteful the Government were the more 
he would like it, except in so far as he 
was a taxpayer himself. This was only 


‘a part of the great system of disease 


which affected the country. [Cheers.] 
When they attacked the Constabulary 


| system, they attacked only, as it were, 
its big toe; the head and heart of the 
| system were at Westminster, and it was 


here that they should be attacked. 
[Cheers.| The Constabulary were only 
an illustration of the system. He would 
not sit down without congratulating the 
right hon. Gentleman on the most apt 
means he had devised for avoiding Trish 
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Debate. He had driven them into} 
discussing this most important Vote and 
other Irish Votes at half-past one in the 
morning, and then said that they were 
all tired and wanted to go to bed. 
Trishmen had seen many illustrations of 
the methods of Unionist Government, 
but this admirable addition and appendix 
to Unionist policy was a fit ending | 
to this happy fortnight. [Laughter and | 
cheers. | | 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £69,883, to complete 
the sum for Prisons, Ireland, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY rose to call 
attention to the case of the Maamtrasna 
prisoners, as to whose conviction, he 
said grave doubt existed. One of those 
prisoners had died. Some of them 
were Irish-speaking people and were 
denied the ordinary solaces of religion 
by being confined in a part which was 
not an Irish-speaking part of the country. 
Lord (then Sir Charles) Russell, Sir 
Edward (then Mr.) Clarke, and others 
had voted with them in a former Division 
on this question. Seeing that grave 
doubt existed as to the conviction of 
these men ; in view of the strong minute 
which had been placed on the books of 
the prison by the visiting justices ; and 
looking to the other points he had 
mentioned, he would suggest that the 
time had come when some re-considera- 
tion of their cases might be promised by 
the Government, 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
the case of these prisoners had already 
been carefully considered. 


Vote agreed to. 





| 
| 


| 


Vote of £56,095, to complete the sum 
for Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Treland—agreed to. 


Vote of £3,795, to complete the sum for 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum, 
Treland—agreed to. 


Crass IV. 


On the Vote of £528,807, to complete 
the sum for Public Education, Ireland, 


Mr. FLYNN said the Irish Members 
would like to have an opportunity of 
discussing this vote on the report stage. 


{29 Avueusr 1895} 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said they 
could not foresee the course of the next 
day’s Debate, but he thought they ought 
to finish the Navy Estimates before they 
separated on the next day. On the 
Army Estimates there were important 
questions to be raised, but he thought 
more important questions were likely to 
be raised on the Navy Estimates. It 
was possible that the hon. Member might 
not be better off the following day than 
he was that night, but if he liked to take 
the chance he had no objection. 

Mr. FLYNN said they would take 
the chance. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £605 for Endowed 
Schools Commissioners 1n Treland, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked that some 
time during the recess the Chief Secre- 
tary would receive a deputation, so that 
he might learn the views of those inter- 
ested in the matter. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
should be quite ready to receive a depu- 
tation. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £1,254 to complete the sum for 
National Gallery of Ireland—agreed to. 


Vote of £2,450 to complete the sum for 
Queen’s Colleges, Ireland—agreed to. 


Crass VI. 


Vote of £11,966, tocompletethesum for 
Pauper Lunatics, Ireland—agreed to. 


Vote of £6,846, to complete the sum 
for Hospitals and Charities, Ireland— 
agreed to. 


Crass VII. 


£7,692 to complete the sum for Tem- 
porary Commissions— to. 

Vote of £22,800 (including a Supple- 
mentary sum of £21,800), to complete 
the sum for Relief of Distress (Ireland)— 


agreed to. 

Resolutions to be reported this day ; 
Committee to sit again this day. 

3A 
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SUPPLY [28th AUGUST]. 
Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- | 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6, 


Crass ITI. 


On the Report of the Vote for the 
salaries of the Law Officers, 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said, 
he desired an explanation of the new 
Minute in reference to the salaries of the 
Law Officers. 
the Minute as if the country had got 
some advantage from the changes that 
had taken place. The Minute showed 
that the salaries of the Attorney 
General and Solicitor General were now 
£7,000 and £6,000 respectively, whereas, 
formerly, they were £10,000 and £9,000 
respectively, But under the new 
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It appeared on the face of | 
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|very few words what the Government 
‘meant by the change which had been 
effected in this matter. The last Minute 
| of the late Government had been entirely 
adhered to in the matter of forbidding 
the Law Officers to take private 
practice, and that was done after 
careful consideration by Her Majesty's 
Government. It was in accordance with 
what they thought right and with 
what they believed to be the general 
opinion of the House. He could only 
express his very great regret that, owing 
to their feeling it right to take that step, 
they had lost the services of an old 
colleague, the hon. and learned Member 
for Plymouth [“ Hear, hear!”] The 
other part of the Minute diifered from 
the decision arrived at by the late Govern- 
ment under which the Law Officers were 
'each paid £3,000 a year more in respect of 


arrangement, law officers were allowed contentious business. The present proposal 
to take fees for contentious business, and | was that in future they should be paid fees 
this seemed to make a great difference for contentious business, carefully limited 
between the two Minutes and required | with regard to the cases in which they 
some explanation. As to the fees to be| should be employed, and the amount 
paid, it was provided that they should |of the fees, so that, in the belief of 
be only those which were regarded as | those whe were accustomed to deal 
the ordinary professional fees which any | with such matters, the amount paid in 


Queen’s Counsel of average standing | 
might receive. 
at 150 guineas, with refreshers of 30 
guineas a day. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | 


An interpretation of | 
those words in the Minute put that fee | 


fees would not exceed the amount in 
salary paid by their predecessors in 
office. The details of the Minute had 
been settled after careful consultation 
| between his hon. and learned Friend the 


Attorney General, the permanent offi- 
cials of the Treasury, and the Solicitor 
That is the maximum. ‘to the Treasury. The reason for the 
Mr. LOUGH thought they were|change was, that it was considered 
accustomed to find that the maximum better and fairer to ail parties that in 
was generally reached. He thought a/this matter the Law Officers should be 
fee of fifty guineas would be sufficient. | paid for the actual work they did. 
In cases of “exceptional importance an | |They believed that by this means the 
increased fee might be given in the dis-| Law Officers’ services would be secured 
cretion of the Chancellor of the Exche-|in a satisfactory way, which would 
quer. When it was considered that | ‘accord with the established rules of 
these fees had to be paid in addition to | their profession. The Government also 
the salaries of £7,000 and £6,000 a year, | believed that the result of the change 
it did seem to be a matter worthy of would not be to cast any increased 
consideration. It was, to his mind, a} burden upon the taxpayers. 


Ricnarp Wepsster, Isle of Wight): 


retrograde step, and he would like to 
know why the arrangement arrived at 
during the last Parliament was to be) 
upset. He thought it was a most mis- | 
chievous thing, if, after a matter of this | 
kind had been settled with great difficulty, 
it should be so soon reopened. 

*THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX-| 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, | 
Bristol, W.) said, he could explain in a | 

l 


Resolution agreed to. 


Other Resolutions reported agreed to. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER, in pur- 
suance of the Order of the House of the 


| 19th August, adjourned the House with- 


out question put. 


House adjourned at a Quarter 
after Two o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 30th August 1895. 


The Earl of Mortey—Sat Speaker. 


Prayers—Read by the Lord Speaker. 


THE ADDRESS. 


THe Eart or LIMERICK, Captain 
of the Yeoman of the Guard, said: My 
Lords, I have to communicate to the 
House the Queen’s gracious reply to the 
Address of the House of Lords :— 


“Thave received with great satisfaction the 
loyal and dutiful expression of your thanks for 
the speech with which I have opened the present 
Session of Parliament.”’ 


THE FRANCO-CHINESE TREATY. 


*Lorp LAMINGTON said, he wished to 
aska question with reference to the boun- 
daries formed by the new Franco-Chinese 
Treaty, whether they affected the terri- 
tory of Kaing Kheng or the territory of 
Kaing Houng, which England agreed to 
yield to China a year or two ago on the 
stipulation that if we waived our suze- 
rainty China should not hand it over to 
any other European Power. The French 
papers said that we had no rights over 
the State of Kaing Kheng. That was 
opposed to historical accuracy, as the 
French travellers Garnier and Carmé 
bore witness ten or fifteen years ago that 
this State was a tributary to Ava at 
that time, and when we acquired Upper 
Burma we also acquired suzerainty over 
this State. This matter was of very 
great importance, in view of a possible 
future trade route through Burma to 
Southern China. He hoped that he 
might receive a satisfactory assurance 
that this State was not included in, or 
likely to become part of, French terri- 
tory as a State lying on the eastern or 
left bank of the Mekong. 

The SECRETARY of STATE for 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (the Marquess 
of Satispury, Prime Minister) : It would 
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be very dangerous to give any pledges 
with respect to future policy affecting 
a country of which we know so little as 
Kiang Kheng. Kiang Kheng was tribu- 
tary to Burma, and as such belongs to 
the British Crown. But there is a cer- 
tain amount of controversy concerning it 


Chinese Treaty. 





with the French Government, as there is 
with respect to sundry other localities in 
that country. But what the precise 
value of Kiang Kheng is, whether it is 
as important as my noble Friend says it 
is, whether it is the site of a future rail- 
way or not, are questions on which we 
should be sorry to pledge ourselves. 
Negotiations are going on with the 
French Government upon all these ques- 
tions concerning both banks of the 
Mekong, and it would obviously be unde- 
sirable that I should enter into a discus- 
sion of matters which are now under 
examination by both Governments. Both 


France, there has been a tendency to 
underrate the claims and rights of her 
Majesty’s Government, but we are ap- 
proaching the discussion of all these 
questions in the friendliest spirit, and I 
jhave no doubt we shall find an issue 
which will be satisfactory to both Govern- 
ments. 

*Lorp LAMINGTON thanked the 
noble Marquess for his answer. He 
hoped that the question of the 25-kilo- 
métre zone was included in the discus- 
sion of the questions affecting the terri- 
tories bordering on the Mekong. If they 
could get rid of that reserved zone of 25 
kilométres, they would thereby conduce 
to tranquillity between Siam and France, 
and they might also secure the indepen- 
dence of Siam in the future. At present 
he understood, from the reports which 
he received, that the zone was a constant 
source of irritation to Siam, and afforded 
pretexts for petty acts of oppression on 
the part of French officials. The Govern- 
ment of France might have a perfectly 
earnest desire to preserve the autonomy 
of the Siamese kingdom, but their com- 
mercial agents in the East were not 
always easy to control. If an arrange- 
ment could be made under which this 
25-kilométre zone would be done away 
with and Siam secured in her perfect 
and undisputed rights right up to the 
Mekong River, it would conduce to the 
peace of Siam, this country, and France. 


3B 





in China, and I think to some extent in : 
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Provisional 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and 
XLV. considered (according to Order), 
and suspended for the remainder of the 
Session. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Loca, GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 


{LORDS} 


Order Bills. 1232 


LocaL GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL’ORDER 
(No. 19) Brut, 


| LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 20) Brit, 


Minitary Lanps PRovisionaL OrprEr 
(No. 2) Burtt, 





(No. 7) Bit, 
| Read 2° (according to Order), and com- 
Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrDERs | mitted to a Committee of the Whole 


(No. 16) Brit. | House forthwith ; House in Committee 


The Chairman of Committees informed | accordingly ; Then (Standing Orders 
the House that the opposition to the| XX XIX. and XLV. having been sus- 
Bills was withdrawn : The Orders made | pended) Bills reported without Amend- 
on the 22nd instant discharged; and | ment, read 3%, and passed. 

Bills committed to a Committee of the | 
Whole House forthwith. 
LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 


Pier AND Harpour PRovIsIONAL ORDERS | (No. 3) Bit. 


(No. 2) Bri, | House in Committee (according to 
| Order): Amendmentsimade ; Then (Stand- 
LocaL GOVERNMENT ProvisIONAL ORDER ing Orders XX XIX. andi:XLV. having 
(No. we BIL. i | been suspended) Amendments reported ; 

House in Committee (according to Bill read 38, with the Amendments, an< 


= sore ded (Biota a eae passed, and returned to the Commons. 


and XLV. having been suspended) Bills 


read 3*, and passed. | Locan GovERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 


(No. 7) Brit. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Amendments made ; Then (Stand- 


Locan GovERNMENT Provisional Orpers | 28 Orders XXXIX. and XLV. having 
been suspended) Amendments reported ; 


(No. 15) Brut, | Bill read 3% and d, and returned to 
House in Committee (according to ame “Sap iioptincet >: 
the Commons. 


Order): Amendments made; and (Stand- 
ing Orders XX XTX. and XLV. having 


been suspended) Amendments reported ; G NMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
Bills read 3*, and passed, and returned apna ovm"(No, 16) Bru. 


to the Commons. 
House in Committee (according to 


Locat GoveRNMENT Provisional Orpers Order) ; Amendments made ; and (Stand- 
(No. 17) Brit, ing Orders XX XIX. and XLV. having 
| been: suspended) Amendments reported ; 
Locat GovERNMENT ProvisioNaL OrDERS Bill to be read 3* on Wednesday next. 
(No. 18) Brut, 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) : Bills reported without Amend- | 
ment ; and (Standing Orders XXXIX.) 
and XLV. having been suspended) Bills | 
read 3*, and passed. 


| 
LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 14) Britt, 


House 


adjourned at Five o’clock, to 
Wetneaiay next, a quarter 
past Four o'clock. 





Emigration— 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 30th August 18965. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


DIVORCES (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH COLONIES). 


Return [presented 29th August]; to 
he printed. [No. 443.] 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (WEST 
RIDING OF THE COUNTY OF YORK). 


Return [presented 29th August]; to 
be printed. [No. 444.] 


TELEGRAPHS (SOUTH AND EAST 
AFRICA) 


Copies ordered— 


“Of Agreements (1) dated the 9th day of 
July 1895, between the Treasury, the Colonial 
Governments of the Cape of Good Hope and 
Natal, and the British South Africa Company, 
respectively, and the Eastern and South African 
Telegraph Company ; and (2) dated the 10th day 
of July 1895, between the Treasury and the 
same Telegraph Company, providing for a re- 
duction in the charges for telegrams between 
South Africa, certain places on the East Coast 
of Africa, Mauritius and Seychelles on the one 
hand and Europe on the other, and of Treasury 
Minute thereon.” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Copies presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
445.) 


QUESTIONS. 


ARMY MARCHING. 

*CotoneL SANDYS (Lancaster, 
Bootle) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether his attention has 
been drawn to the statements in the 
public prints as to the number of soldiers 
in the force now mobilised for manceuvre 
in the New Forest who are unable to 
keep up with their regiments, and have 
fallen out of the ranks on the line of 
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march ; whether it is the case that the 
inability to march is not confined to the 
infantry battalions at present being 
exercised at home, under conditions 
approaching those of service in the field ; 
what steps he proposes to take in order 
to deal with a matter so vital to the 
efficiency of our Army ; and, whether he 
is prepared to make good marching 
under service conditions as important a 
feature in the future training of British 
troops as the good shooting ? 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The attention of the 
Secretary of State has been drawn to the 
statements referred to, and he has called 
for full Reports on the subject from the 
General Officer commanding. Until these 
Reports shall have been received, no 
opinion can be expressed as to defects in 
marching, or as to the causes of such 
defects. The Secretary of State concurs 
in the view indicated in the last para- 
graph of the question in regard to the 
importance of good marching under ser- 
vice conditions, and the results of the 
manceuvres in this respect will be care- 
fully considered by the Military 
Authorities. 


EMIGRATION—SALTCOATS 
SETTLEMENT. 

Mr. J.G.WEITIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, whether 
his attention has been called to a state- 
ment by Norman M‘Aulay, Angus 
M‘Kay, and Angus Smith, to the effect 
that since they emigrated in 1889 to the 
Saltcoats Settlement in the North West 
Territory they are in greater poverty 
than they ever were in the Highlands of 
Scotland; that during the first three 
years they could not raise any crops 
owing to the frosts; and also praying 
that inquiry be made into their im- 
poverished circumstances ; and whether, 
having regard to the frequent complaints 
by crofter settlers, an independent 
inquiry will be made into the condition 
of these colonists with a view to redress- 
ing their grievances ? 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
Cuar.Les Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): On inquiry I 
find that the persons referred to by the 
hon. Member, abandoned their holdings 


in the summer and autumn of 1892, 
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leaving their lands, houses and chattels 
in the possession of the Colonisation 
Board ; they did so without previous 
communication with the Board’s Agent, 
and since then have been on their own 
responsibility. The Colonisation Board 
are of opinion that if they had remained 
to work their holdings, and carried out 
their agreements, they would now have 
been in a satisfactory position. There 
does not seem to be any necessity for 
further inquiry at the present time, but 
the condition of the settlements and the 
progress of the settlers will continue to 
receive the careful attention of the 
Secretary for Scotland and of the 
Colonisation Board. 


Erasmus Smith 


PORTMAHOMACK HARBOUR. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, whether steps will be taken to | 


put the Harbour of Portmahomack into 
such a condition that fishing boats may 
be able to enter at all states of the tide ? 

*THeE LORD ADVOCATE: The 
Harbour is in the hands of private 
trustees, who decline to spend more 
money upon it. The estimated cost of 
the work, between £4,000 and £5,000, 
places it practically outside the category 
of the undertakings contemplated by the 
West Highlands and Islands Works 
Act, and the Fishery Board are, I under- 
stand, not prepared to spend so large a 
sum upon.it when there are other cases 
of more importance to be considered. I 
cannot, therefore, hold out expectation 
that any addition to the harbour works 
can at present be constructed out of 
public funds. 


AYRSHIRE MINE FLOODED. 

Mr. T. H. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, 
N.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, whether he 
can give any information as to when the 
Report of Her Majesty’s Inspectors of 
Mines will be published regarding the 
flooding of No. 4 Auchenharvie Pit at 
Stevenston, Ayrshire ; and, whether there 
are any hopes that the bodies of those 
who were unfortunately drowned in the 
accident can be recovered ? 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
MartrTHew RIpLey, Blackpool, Lancashire) 
said: This accident will be the subject of 


Lord Advocate. 
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a public inquiry, to be held next week, 
under the Fatal Accidents Inquiry Act 
of last Session. The Inspector of Mines 
will take part in this inquiry, and until 
it is completed I do not propose to call 
for a final Report as to the causes of the 
disaster. I am informed that probably 
the only hope of recovering the bodies of 
those drowned would be by pumping out 
the water from the flooded mine. And 
I am afraid I must add that, so far as I 
am informed, to do this would be a 
matter of the greatest difficulty, if not 
impossibility. 


ERASMUS SMITH ENDOWMENT. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) is he aware 
that Lord Justice Fitzgibbon has given it 
as his judicial decision (Report, 1894, pp. 
236, 244, Educational Endowments (Ire- 
land) Commission) that due regard to 
Erasmus Smith’s intentions requires that 
his endowment should be administered 
by a Protestant governing body ; (2) that 
the schoolmasters of his schools should 
be Protestant, and that Protestant in- 
structions should be given to all pupils 
attending his schools ; and (3) whether, 
seeing that the Conscience Clause of the 
Intermediate Education Act of 1878 
requiries that no pupil attending an 
intermediate school receiving grants 
from the Intermediate Board should be 
compelled to receive religious instruction 
to which his parents or guardians object, 
he will inquire how the Erasmus Smith 
Board, who receive grants from the 
Intermediate Board, are observing the 
intentions of Erasmus Smith and the 
Conscience Clause of the Intermediate 
Education Act ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp  BatrFovr, 
Leeds, Central): I have not had suffi- 
cient time to closely examine the judg- 
ment of Lord Justice Fitzgibbon in this 
matter, though I believe he did express 
himself substantially to the effect stated. 
As regards the second paragraph, I am 
informed by the Assistant Commissioners 
of Intermediate Education that results 
fees were paid by them to Erasmus 
Smith Schools in 1894 and in previous 
years. The claimants for such fees in 
each case were obliged, under the rules 
of the Commissioners, to declare im 
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writing that the requirements of Section 
7 of the Intermediate Education Act of 
1878 had been complied with. It is not 
for me to attempt to decide whether the 
intentions of Erasmus Smith and the 
observance of the Conscience Clause are, 
or are not, consistent. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the Chief Secretary meant an individual 
claimed, or a body which made the 
claim ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think | 
it is a body. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will he inquire | 
of the body who have made this claim | 
how this Conscience Clause is put in 
force in their schools ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR made a/| 
remark which did not reach the Gallery. | 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: As the Chief) 
Secretary has undertaken to receive a\ 
deputation on the question during the} 
Recess, will he undertake to look into 
the whole subject previously with refer- 
ence to the question of the Conscience | 
Clause ? 

Mr.GERALDBALFOUR: Certainly. | 
I will do my best. 


{30 Auaust 1895} 
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insure that the men shall turn out pro- 
perly equipped, and are essential to the 
comfort and convenience of the men 
themselves. Leggings are required to 
be worn on outdoor duty between 
November and March inclusive, also 
on detachment duty. There is every 
reason to think that the wearing of 
leggings, particularly in wet weather 
and when men are absent from their 
stations, is conducive to their health and 
comfort. The Inspector General sees no 


‘reason for recommending any change in 


the existing arrangements in either of 
these respects, nor in regard to the 
carrying of the blanket which is 
From the for- 
mation of the Force the men have been 
required to provide valises and, since 


/1888, leggings at their own expense, 
/and there appear to be no grounds for 


now defraying the cost of these articles 


out of public funds. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I beg toask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
| of Treland—(1) if the Inspector General 
will prohibit the sale of manuals pur- 
| porting to be books of instructions on 


drill and police duties by ‘officers of the 


Force to their subordinates ; (2) is he 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I beg toask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, if he will direct the Inspector | 
General of the Royal Irish Constabulary | 
to abolish the use of the valise and what | 
are known as marching order parades in | 
the force, also the compulsory wear of | 
leggings by the rank and file, and allow | 
men (when required) on detachment | 
duty to carry the blanket enclosed 
with the great coat in the coat straps ; 
if not, will he see that the members| 
of the force are supplied with these | 
articles at the expense of the Exchequer 
or in the same way as their uniform 
and other appointments, and not compel 
the men to provide these things at their 
own expense ! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: When 
men of the Royal Irish Constabulary | 
proceed on detachment duty the use of 
the valise is indispensable, as it contains 
a change of clothing, shirts, boots, &c., 
and, in fact, is to the policeman what a 
travelling bag or portmanteau is to the 
civilian. As regards parades in marching 
order, these are carried out in order to 





|aware that every man under District 
|Inspector Bain in his various districts 
| is required to answer questions as they 


are given in his book, and that other 
district inspectors recommend and_re- 
quire their men to supply themselves 
with a copy of his book ; (3) if recruits 
at the depét on joining are forced to 
purchase the book of Head Constable 
Smyth ; and (4), if these books are worth 
having, will a copy be supplied to each 
station without expense to the men, like 
the code and other books ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Inspector General does not think it would 
be advisable to prohibit the sale of the 
manuals referred to, as their circulation, 
in his opinion, causes the men to be 
more efficient and to take {a greater in- 
terest in their duties. The County 
Inspector of Limerick, in which Mr. 
Bain is stationed, reports that there is 
no foundation for the allegations in the 
second paragraph. Some of the officers 
may have expressed approval of the 
book, but there is no foundation for the 
suggestion that pressure has been put 
on the men to procure it. I am also 
informed that there is no foundation for 
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the statement in the third paragraph of 
the question. There is no reason for 
supplying such unofficial publications to 
the men of the Force at the public 
expense. 


SPIRITS IN THE NIGER COAST 
PROTECTORATE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether the importation of spirits into 
the Niger Coast Protectorate has in- 
creased by 25 per cent. in the last year 
for which figures are available, as com- 
pared with the previous year ; whether 
the spirits in question consist mainly of 
German and Dutch gin and of German 
rum; whether there has in the same 
period been a decrease in the importa- 
tion of cotton goods, hardware, and 
cutlery ; and what is the cause of the 
enormous importation of percussion caps, 
amounting to 258,893,750 in one year, 
looking to the illegality under the 
Brussels Act of the trade in caps to the 
interior 1 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY orf 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Gerorce Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport): There was a considerable 
increase in the import of spirits into the 
Niger Coast Protectorate in the year 
1893-4, but the right hon. Baronet will 
be pleased to hear that there is a still 
more considerable reduction in the year 
1894-5,—namely, a reduction of 523,800 
gallons of gin and 313,000 gallons of 
rum. The figures for 1893-4, as well 
as the countries from which the imports 
are derived, are given in the Consular 
Report 1618, recently presented to 
Parliament. In the same period, though 
there was a decrease in the number of 
packages, there was an increase in the 
value of hardware and cutlery imported, 
and an increase in both respects in the 
case of cotton goods. The British Com- 
missioner, now in England, explains that 
owing to difficulties as to warehouses and 
to legal questions relating to the framing 
of the regulations, the rules concerning 
percussion caps did not come into opera- 
tion until May, 1894; and that the 
large importation in the previous year 
was due to the fact that traders filled 
their stores in anticipation of the pro- 
hibition. 

Mr, Gerald Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Smr C. DILKE asked whether the 
Government had expressed any opinion 
on the extraordinary violation of the 
Brussels Act and the importation of 
between 18,000 and 19,000 percussion 
ns } 
*Mr. CURZON did not admit that 
there had been any extraordinary viola- 
tion of the Brussels Act. Some time 


necessarily elapsed before the Act could 
come into operation, and traders took 
advantage of it to import these gun caps 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether, 
acting on the Belgian precedent, the: 
Government could not manage to hany 


[ Laughter. | 


a few Germans ? 


SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 

Mr. McEWAN (Edinburgh, Central): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, whether a Petition frora the junior 
section of the Second Division Clerks in 
the Civil Service, asking for an increase 
of salary and an addition to their annual 
leave of absence, was received by the 
Treasury last December; and, whether 
the Treasury have yet come to any 
decision on the subject ? 

Tue SECRETARY ‘to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
Yes, Sir, the decision of the Treasury has 
been communicated to the departments 
from which the Petitions were received. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of the Treasury—(1) if a 
reply has been prepared in answer toa 
Petition from the Ridley Clerks of the 
Second Division of the Civil Service for- 
warded to the Lords of Her Majesty's 
Treasury in 1894, praying for an im- 
provement in their salaries; and (2) 
whether, in the consideration of this 
Petition, it is intended to remedy the 
system which exists in the Government 
service whereby a Playfair Clerk of the 
Second Division, who may have entered 
the Civil Service only two years prior to 
the entry of a Ridley Clerk of the Second 
Division, receives £50 or £60 a year 
more than the latter, although both are 
generally employed on the same sort of 
clerical work in the several Government 
offices ? 

Mr. HANBURY: As I have stated, 
in reply to question No. 9, the decision 
of the Treasury has been communicatet 
to the Departments from which Peti- 
tions were received. The latter part of 
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the question is the same as that asked 
by the hon. Member for Kilkenny on the 
22nd instant, and I have nothing to add 
to the reply then given. 

Mr. T. P. O';CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury—(1) whether any Playfair 
Clerk of the Second Division served 
more than 15 years before being placed 
on the new scale; (2) whether the Trea- 
sury regarded the salaries paid to Play- 
fair Clerks during their first 10 or 15 
years of service as excessive ; (3) whether 
under the new scale their salaries were 
increased by a more rapid system of in- 
crements ; (4) whether he is aware that 
Ridley Clerks of the Second Division, 
commencing at £70 a year, receive in 
salary during the first 10 years of ser- 
vice a total sum less by £190 than the 
Playfair Clerks introduced at £95 per 
annum, and that compared with 
Playfair Clerks placed on the new scale 
within 10 years of their appointment the 
difference is still greater; and, (5) 
whether he will take such steps as will 
place the salaries of all the clerks of the 
Second Division on a similar basis ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I am not sure 


that I understand the object of the first 
question, but the scale of the Playfair 
Lower Division was in operation only 
from 1876 to 1889, which is less than 14 


years. The new scale was fixed, after 
full consideration, by the Royal Com- 
mission as being better suited than the 
old to the conditions of the employment. 
The Government have accepted it, and 
have no intention of altering it. It was 
an essential part of the change that the 
scale of salary should in the earlier years 
of service be less than under the Play- 
fair Scheme, but that it should rise by 
annual increments more rapidly and to a 
much higher maximum. The scale in 
force before 1889 has been given to no 
one since appointed, but its benefits 
could not be withdrawn from anyone 
then serving. 


FACTORY ACT CONVICTIONS. 

Mr. G. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether there is any com- 
plete printed register of the convictions 
obtained by Her Majesty’s Inspectors 
under the Factory Acts; and, if not, 
whether he will consider the desirability 


{30 Aueust 1895} 
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of providing each of Her Majesty’s In- 
spectors and Inspectors’ assistants with 
such a list for the better prosecution of 
offenders ; whether any register is kept 
of unsuccessful prosecutions, and what is 
the percentage of such prosecutions ; 
and, what degree of responsibility 
attaches to an inspector for prosecutions 
which a magistrate considers vexatious ? 

Sirk MATTHEW RIDLEY: A com- 
plete Return of all convictions under the 
Factory Acts is printed in an Appendix 
to the Chief Inspector’s Annual Report, 
which was in the hands of all the in- 
spectors. In the year 1894 the number 
of cases dismissed was 75 out of 3,220— 
i.¢., less than 3} per cent. No prosecu- 
tion can be instituted by an inspector 
without the consent of the Chief Inspec- 
tor or the Superintending Inspector of 
the district. 


FRENCH FACTORY LAWS. 

Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the Report of the Chief Inspector of 
Factories for the year 1894, and the 
précis drawn up by one of Her Majesty’s 
Inspectors (Miss Anderson) of the regu- 
lations under the Factory laws in France, 
as well as the general regulations with 
respect to sanitation, ventilation, and 
the restrictions placed on the employ- 
ment of women and children in French 
industrial establishments ; and whether, 
in view of the value attached by the 
Chief Inspector to that précis, he will 
consider the desirability of causing 
similar précis to be drawn up with 
regard to the legislation and administra- 
tion of Factory Laws in Germany and 
Austria during the ensuing year ? 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY: I have 
seen Miss Anderson’s précis and transla- 
tions, and have communicated with the 
Chief Inspector of Factories, who tells 
me that he hopes to include in the next 
Annual Report a précis of the Austrian 
and German Law on the same subjects. 


TEACHERS’ RESIDENCES, IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
amend the law relating to grants for 


3 
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teachers’ residences ; (2) whether they 
will in every future case consider the 
advisability of adding gardens to teachers’ 
residences applied for under the Act, 
and to schools in rural districts; and 
(3) if any intention is entertained of 
making the teaching of practical farming 
general in Ireland! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In 
reply to the three paragraphs of this 
question, which apparently refer to the 
same matter, namely, the acquisition of 
land to be provided as a garden in con- 
nection with each national school or 
teachers’ residence for the purpose of 
agricultural instruction, I am informed 
that legislation will be necessary to give 
effect to the proposals of the hon. Mem- 
ber, and I will give the matter full con- 
sideration. 


EDUCATION IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, have the Irish Educa- 
tion Office acted on the principle recently 
laid down that 40 per cent. secures a 
pass at the results examination; and 
what percentage secures a No. | or satis- 
factory pass ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Na- 
tional Education that the general under- 
standing among inspectors is that the 
value of answering of a pupil at the 
results examination to entitle him to a 
satisfactory pass should be over 60 per 
cent., and to entitle him to a mere pass 
it should be over 40 per cent. This is 
the principle that for many years past 
has been acted upon in the marking of 
pupils answering. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said he under- 
stood the teachers complained that this 
had not been adhered to in regard to the 
40 per cent. Had the Education Board 
given any hint on the subject ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR:: No, Sir. 

Mr. W. YOUNGER (Lincolnshire, 
Stamford) : I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
when the Codeof Instructions on the Irish 
School Programme of National Schools, 
so urgently necessary for the guidance 
of teachers and inspectors in preparing 
for, and at, the results examination, will 
be issued to the Irish teachers, as pro- 
mised by his predecessor some months 
ago ? 

Mr. Field. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
revised Code of Instructions is stil] 
under the consideration of the National 
Board of Education, and will be issued 
before the close of the year. 


CHARGES AGAINST A CUSTOMS 
OFFICER. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he can say why Mr. Andrew D, 
Murray, late of Her Majesty’s Customs, 
has been refused an opportunity of per- 
sonally stating his case at an inquiry, 
and refuting the allegations brought 
against him, and will he be given such 
an opportunity ; on what grounds have 
the Board of Customs declined to afford 
Mr. Murray the benefit of the Treasury 
Minute of the 27th August, 1889, which 
provides for the re-instatement of an 
officer to suitable duty upon restoration 
to health; and, will the salary due to 
Mr. Murray, from 8th February to 15th 
September, 1893, be paid to him? 

*Mr. HANBURY : I beg to refer the 
hon. and gallant Member to an answer 
given by my predecessor on the 10th 
May, 1894, which ran as follows :— 


“No salary is due to Mr. Andrew D. Murray, 
formerly boatman in the Customs. He had been 
continuously absent from duty on account of 
illness since the 24th September, 1892, and his 
pay ceased from the 8th February, 1893. He 
was discharged from the service with the 
gratuity for which his service qualified him, on 
the ground that he was medically certified to be 
incapable of performing his duties. There is no 
intention to re-employ him.” 


Mr. Murray was finally discharged from 
the service, and the Treasury Minute 
quoted gives him no such right to re 
employmentas is assumed in the question. 


There is, therefore, no case for an 


inquiry. 


CORLEA PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHYARD, 
COUNTY MONAGHAN. 

Mr. JAMES DALY (Monaghan, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
is aware that a clergyman’s residence 
and cowhouses are about being built in 
Corlea Presbyterian Churchyard, county 
Monaghan, against the wishes of several 
of the parishioners whose relations have 


been buried there, and in spite of the 
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fact that this ground was granted for 
burial purposes only ; if so, will he take 
steps to prevent erection of the build- 
ings referred to? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed that a residence is to be erected 
on the land attached to the church 
referred to, and that of the two acres 
contained in the grounds, one acre has 
been set apart for burial purposes. The 
arrangement, I am told, is approved by 
the Church Committee, and, so far as 
the police can ascertain, by the Church 
Congregation. Nor has any objection 
been raised, up to the present, by the 
relatives of persons buried in the ground. 
The question of permitting the erection 
of the building referred to seems to be 
one for the consideration of the parties 
in whom the ground is vested, and the 
Local Government Board, whom I have 
consulted, state they have no functions 
in the matter, inasmuch as the burial 
ground has not been provided under the 
Public Health Act, or vested in the 
Burial Board. 


HARTLEPOOL LIGHTHOUSE BATTERY. 


Mr. T. RICHARDSON (Hartlepool) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War, whether his attention 
has been called to the Petition lodged 
by the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses 
ot the Borough of Hartlepool, relating 
to the firing of the heavy gun at the 
Lighthouse Battery ; and, what steps the 
authorities intend to take to relieve the 
residents in the neighbourhood from the 
serious damage caused by the firing of 
this gun? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The question of 
the inconvenience to the inhabitants of 
Hartlepool caused by firing of the gun 
at the Lighthouse Battery has been fully 
considered. It is absolutely essential 
that the gun should be fired annually in 
order to test its mounting. It is proposed, 
however, in the interest of the inhabi- 
tants of Hartlepool, to limit the firing 
to one full charge and one half charge on 
one day in the year when the wind is in 
a favourable quarter. This will reduce 
the inconvenience to the narrowest limits 
compatible with the efficient defence of 
the harbour. 


{30 Avucust 1895} 
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IRISH POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 


Mr. P. C. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether he is aware that letters posted 
in Innismore Post Office at half-past 
seven a.m. do not reach Enniskillen, 
which is only seven miles distant, until 
a period of 36 hours has elapsed, and 
that this long delay in transmission prac- 
tically prevents the people of Innismore 
from transacting business by letter with 
Enniskillen, which is their market town ; 
and, whether, with a view to remedy 
this state of things, he will take 
steps to have the time of despatching 
the mails from Innismore altered from 
the unusual hour of 6 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

Mr. HANBURY: The mail is 
despatched from Innismore between 6 and 
7 a.m., and letters for Enniskillen posted 
after this despatch would be delivered 
as stated by the hon. Member. Enquiry 
shall be made whether it is practicable 
to arrange for a despatch in the after- 
noon instead of in the morning, and the 
result shall be communicated to the hon. 
Member. 


DEATH OF A FACTORY WORKER. 


Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal 
Green, 8.W.): 1 beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the report of an inquest held on the 
27th instant on the body of a girl named 
Lins, employed at Messrs. Frost’s rope- 
works, Commercial Road, whose death 
was caused by her head being caught in 
a lift; and to the observations of the 
coroner, who expressed astonishment 
that, although notified, no factory in- 
spector thought it worth while to attend, 
and complained of the callous manner 
in which Messrs. Frost and the factory 
inspectors had treated the whole matter ; 
and, whether he will state why a factory 
inspector did not attend the inquest ? 

Sim MATTHEW RIDLEY: I am 
informed that the coroner’s notice did 
not reach the inspector in time to allow 
of his attending. In cases where short 
notice has been given it is usual for the 
coroner to adjourn the inquest to allow 
of the factory inspector’s attending. 
After January 1 next, under the new 
Factory Act, he will be required by law, 
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unless the jury think the presence of an 
inspector unnecessary, to adjourn the 
inquest and give the inspector at least 
four days’ notice. [‘ Hear, hear!” 

Mr. PICKERSGILL asked when the 
notice from the coroner reached the 
inspector ? 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY: My in- 
formation is that it did not reach the 
Home Office in time for a communication 
to be made to an inspector. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: But when did 
the notice reach the Home Office ? 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY: I am 
not able to say. I think the evening 
before the inquest was held, but I will 
let the hon. Gentleman know more 
exactly. 


IRISH WORKHOUSE MANAGEMENT. 


Sir THOMAS LEA (Londonderry) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he is 
aware that, in addition to the inefficieat 
nursing of sick poor, there are other 
serious charges of mismanagement in 
Trish workhouses as well as their exces- 
sive number ; and, having regard to the 
public interest in the question, whether 
he will consider the desirability of ap- 
pointing a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the working of the Poor Law system 
in Ireland ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In the 
discussion that took place last uight on 
the Vote for the Local Government 
Board, I spoke on the general question 
of the Administration of the Irish Poor 
Laws and of workhouse management, 
and stated that if I found any difficulty 
in obtaining the information necessary 
to enable me to arrive at a conclusion, 
I would not be averse to the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the whole subject. 


MOMBASA-UGANDA RAILWAY. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon, 
Honiton): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
if the Government have decided on the 
adoption of the three-foot gauge on the 
Mombasa-Uganda Railway, rather than 
on the three-and-a-half foot gauge, now 
approved for railways in South Africa, 
whose extension northwards may be 


Sir Matthew Ridley. 
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ultimately expected ; and what will be 
the estimated saving per mile on the 
narrower gauge ? 

*Mr. GEORGE CURZON: If my 
hon. Friend will allow me, I will answer 
his question in the course of the state- 
ment on the Uganda Railway, which I 
shall presently make. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION IN 
IRELAND. 

*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
Resolution of the Bawnboy Board of 
Guardians, at their meeting on 26th 
instant, pointing out that it is impossible 
for the farmers of that union in the de- 
pressed state of prices to meet their 
present rents ; and (2), whether he will 
be prepared to use pressure svithin the 
law on the representatives of the land- 
lords to treat the tenants with modera- 
tion and forbearance ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Resolution referred to has been received 
by me, and on the general question I 
would refer the hon. Gentleman to my 
previous statements in the matter. With 
regard to the second paragraph, I have 
no power to do what the hon. Member 
suggests and no efficient means of exert- 
ing any influence for the purpose. At 
the same time, it is hardly necessary for 
me to add that it is my earnest hope that 
the amicable relations which now prevail 
with very few exceptions between land- 
lords and tenants in Ireland will continue 
unbroken and undisturbed.  [* Hear, 
hear !”} 


POST OFFICE TRACING STAFF. 

Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the Postmaster 
General has received a memorial from 
the Tracing Staff, containing objections 
to a scheme recently offered them, and 
asking that the date by which applica- 
tions for the new appointments must be 
forwarded may be withdrawn ; and, 
whether this request has been complied 
with, and the scheme withdrawn pending 
the consideration of the memorial ! 
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Mr. HANBURY : Yes, Sir. A me- 
morial has been received and is under 
consideration. 


HANGING AN ENGLISH TRADER. 
Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shewsbury) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether Her 
Majesty’s Government, in addition to 
the inquiries they have addressed to the 
Belgian Government, will direct inde- 
pendent investigations to be made 
immediately by Her Majesty’s Consular 
Representatives at Loanda and Boma, 
and elsewhere if necessary, as to the cir- 
cumstances of Mr. Stokes’ death, and as 
to the property belonging to him at the 
time of his seizure, and prospect of re- 
covering it ? 

*Mr. CURZON : The British Minister 
at Brussels has received an assurance 
from the authorities of the Congo State 
that all the documents relating to the 
execution of Stokes will be placed in 
his hands without delay for transmission 
to Her Majesty’s Government. Pending 
their arrival, it would be premature to 
make any statement as to the course 
that may require to be adopted. 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE. 

Mr. H. V. DUNCOMBE (Cumber- 
land, Egremont): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War, what 
action he proposes to take with regard 
to serving out the new rifle to Volun- 
teer battalions and outlying companies 
whose ranges are not suitable to the new 
rifle; whether he is aware that a very 
large majority of the present ranges will 
come under the above heading ; whether 
he is also aware that, in view of the fact 
that under the Act of 1892 new ranges 
can apparently only be acquired by pur- 
chase, and that Volunters have neither 
money nor credit to spare, a very large 
number of Volunteers will be unable to 
shoot at all ; and, whether he is pre- 
pared to assist Commanding Officers to 
obtain ranges suitable to the new rifle, 
and to pay travelling expenses to and 
from such ranges ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK said: The whole 
question of ranges is under the considera- 
tion of the Secretary of State, and it is 
impossible at this moment to make a 
statement on the subject. The Act of 
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1892 enables Volunteer corps to borrow 
money for the purchase of ranges on 
very moderate terms from the Public 
Works Loans Commissioners on the 


security of the range and the Capitation 
Grant; and it is hoped this provision 
will assist in getting over the difficulty. 
[‘‘ Hear, hear.”] 


FATAL ACCIDENTS INQUIRY (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1895. 
Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, whether 
complaint has reached him that in 
carrying out the public inquiry under 
the Fatal Accidents Inquiry (Scotland) 
Act, 1895, sheriff-substitutes limit the 
inquiry and the verdict of the jury to 
the immediate cause of death, and do 
not also consider the circumstances of 
the accident, and where the defect or 
blame arose ; and, if such limitation is a 
due carrying out of the Act ? 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE: The hon. 
Member laid before me yesterday the 
only complaint which has reached me on 
this subject. The case as stated did not 
appear to me to warrant the assumption 
in the question that sheriff-substitutes 
decline to consider the circumstances of 
the accident, as they are bound to do 
under the Statute. It is impossible to 
lay down any rule as to how far the 
inquiry should take account of the re- 
moter causes of the death ; but there are 
of course cases where the ascertainment 
of the immediate cause of death would 
not satisfy the requirements of the Act. 
I may add that the apportionment of 
blame for the accident is in my view no 
part of the primary object of the inquiry ; 
though that question may sometimes be 
necessarily involved in the inquiry into 
the cause of death. 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND 
ARMY COMMAND. 

Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
derland) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether it is in 
accordance with any recent precedent 
for a Member of Parliament to retain 
the active command of a regiment; and, 
whether it is with the consent of, and 
approval of, H.R.H. the Commander-in- 
Chief, and the Secretary of State 
for War, tnat the hon. Member for 
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Taunton retains the command of the H.M.S. MINOTAUR. 


Scots Greys without being seconded, as| Caprars DONELAN: I beg to ask 
in the case of subalterns when elected to| the First Lord of the Admiralty if he 
seats in Parliament ? can say when H.M.S. Minotaur will 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Since 1887 no take up her station as training ship in 


: Cork Harbour ? 
case has occurred of a commanding Tue FIRST LORD or tue AD. 


officer sitting in the House of Commons. | wr RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. 
No regulation, however, is in existence George’s, Hanover Square) : It is im- 
on the subject so far as officers above the | possible for me to say when the Minotaur 
rank of major are concerned ; and wy PE? take up her station as training ship 
intimation was made to the hon. and|im Cork Harbour. The establishment of 


gallant Member for Taunton that there | such a ship for training purposes requires 
was any military objection to his sitting | elaborate and costly preparations. Land 
in Parliament. A regulation was issued | has to be bought or lease d as ergy 
to the effect that any officer below the ground for the boys. Some hospital ie 
rank of Lieutenant Colonel, on entering commodation has to be provided on 


Parliament might be seconded or made | shore. A landi ng pier would have to 
eer . . | be built. Considerable new fittings and 
supernumerary in his regiment. The re-' ve 


agg aR Sr eee aay, <P pa a | alterations would have to be carried out 
= d eT iii Readaes fares “ch ms i in the ship herself. The establishment 
without being seconded. With regard of the Caledonia in Scotland as a train- 
to the hon. and gallant Member for | "8 ship cost nearly £20,000. No 
PS i POE a es aly a few months to| Mey Was taken in the Estimates for 
complete ehiaey iyi sonmaemd, anid 0 works on the Minotaur, and I 
before the next Session of Parliament pss ed 500 Puy wd ble 64 oe 
arrangements will be made to prevent ee ae ve a on he waa v4 na 
any clashing of his regimental and Parlia- ogous s pee 


mentary duties. The Secretary of State Besides these matters, arrangements 
A spit . | would have to be made for the accom- 
accepts the view that an officer in 


< , : modation of the first-class boys now in the 
active command of his regiment should | ;,. . : “1 
: Pag : Minotaur during the time while she was 
not, in future, sit in Parliament. A re-|; . aoe 
‘ : : 4 being dealt with in the dockyard. But 
gulation will be issued on the subject. | ie Tents. Deaton “nie ooh nuk Gad 
|‘ Hear, hear ! ”] : i ig oye ep ; 
any adverse decision is being arrived at 
with regard to the plan. But, if any 
ee PRS eee : __ | Other selection than the Minotaur were 
BOARD OF AGRICULTURE, IRELAND. to present fewer difficulties, I must not 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief} be held to have pledged the present 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of} Board to that particular ship. [‘ Hear, 
Ireland if he is aware that the Royal | hear !”| 
Irish Agricultural Society, Dublin, have} Capraris DONELAN begged leave to 
been memorialised to ask Her Majesty’s|remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
Government to establish a Board of this training ship was promised by the 
Agriculture for Ireland on the same | late First Lord of the Admiralty so far 
lines as that existing in England; and,|back as February 21 last, and asked 
if he will take steps to establish such| what was the reason for the long delay 
Board ? that had occurred in the matter ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There} Mr. GOSCHEN : May I be allowed 
is no official record of the presentation | to say that no money has been taken in 
of the memorial referred to, but com-|the Estimates for this purpose? The 
munication has been received by|late Government were in office for six 
Government from various local bodies in| months after February, but, with the 
favour of the establishment of a Board | exception of some preliminary inquiries, 
of Agriculture; and, as I have already | no further progres: has been made. No 
stated, the matter will receive my care-| decision has been arrived at as to the 
ful consideration during the Recess./ training arrangements to be made for 
[** Hear, hear !”] Cork Harbour. 

Sir Edward Gourley. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman suggested that 
in the Parliamentary Papers dealing 
with the general question of the Navy 
this training ship was not put down as 
Ireland’s share of the 20 millions. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes. 

Mr. J.C. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked 
whether there was not supposed to be 
continuity in every Government pro- 
gramme 1 

Mr. GOSCHEN: AsTI have stated, 
no adverse decision has been arrived at. 
The hon. Gentleman is really making a 
mountain out of a mole-hill. If there 
is another ship more appropriate for this 
purpose than the Minotaur it would be 
folly to pledge the Board to make use of 
that particular ship. 

Captain DONELAN asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman could give a 
pledge that a training ship should be 
placed in Cork Harbour before the end 
of the present year. 

Mr. GOSCHEN said, that it would 
take four or five months to make the 
necessary preparations. He was not at 
all sure that the arrangements could be 
completed in the time mentioned by the 
hon. Gentleman. The moorings had yet 
to be laid down. 

Mr. WEIR asked whether he was 
prepared to place a training ship on the 
west coast of Scotland ? 

[No answer was given to this question. | 


CORDITE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
seeing that some of the Continental 
Powers use smokeless powders which do 
not cause erosion of the barrel of the 
magazine rifle, and having regard to the 
fact that erosion of the 303 barrel is 
still produced by the use of cordite 
powder, care will be taken to avoid the 
accumulation of an excessive stock of 
cordite powder cartridges until a really 
reliable smokeless powder be obtained ? 

Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powett- 
Wituiams, Birmingham, 8.): The Secre- 
tary of State is not prepared to admit 
that cordite is not a reliable smokeless 
powder. The quantity of small-arm 
ammunition to be maintained will be that 
required by regulations with a reasonable 
reserve. |‘ Hear, hear !”] 


{30 Avavsr 1895 - 





Cordite. 1254 


Mr. WEIR asked whether he was 
aware that 2,000 rounds of the cordite 
powder exhausted the life of the rifle in 
question 4 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: JT am 
not aware that that is the fact, and I do 
not think that the hon. Gentleman is. 
[“* Hear, hear !” and laughter.” 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, if he will state 
how many machine guns were in use in 
the Chitral Expedition; and, why 
black powder cartridges were used for 
these guns instead of cordite powder 
cartridges ? 


Tue SECRETARY OF STATE 
ror! INDIA (Lord Grorcz Hamitrton, 
Middlesex, Ealing,) said, there were 
two -45 bore Maxim guns with Sir 
Robert Low’s force. A suitable cordite 
cartridge has not yet been worked out for 
this bore. _[“ Hear, hear.”] 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War, if he will 
state the names of the firms who 
tendered for the manufacture of cordite 
powder ; the highest and lowest tender ; 
the minimum number of tons for which 
tenders were invited ; and, whether the 
lowest tender was accepted ? 


Mr. POWELL - WILLIAMS: In- 
formation as to tenders is regarded as 
confidential, as was explained by the 
hon. Member for Hanley (Mr. Woodall) 
on May 14th last. I am, therefore, 
unable to reply fully to the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question. I may, however, tell 
him that, in this case, the lowest tender 
was accepted. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man state the number of tons for which 
tenders were invited ? 


Mr. POWELL - WILLIAMS: The 
Secretary of State does not think it 
desirable to give that information. 


Mr. WEIR: How many tons have 
been ordered from the respective firms ? 


Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I can- 
not give information on that point 
either. It is not thought desirable in 
the public interest to do so. 


Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) : I should like to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in refus- 
ing an answer, he has had regard to the 
fact that the Opposition in the late 
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Parliament, stated that there was 
nothing to be lost by giving the infor- 
mation. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA”~ 
SURY : I have, Sir. 


EMIGRATION—KILLARNEY, MANITOBA. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, whether his attention has 
been called to a petition, dated 22nd 
May, 1895, and sent to the Secretary 
for Scotland, signed by Mr. Allan 
Morrison, missionary, and 26 settlers 
at Killarney, Manitoba, in which, among 
other things, they refer to their deplor- 
able condition, and to the false -repre- 
sentations made from time to time re- 
garding them to the Colonisation Com- 
mittee of the Imperial Parliament, and 
further state that if a responsible and 
trustworthy agent of the Colonisation 
Committee had been placed at the head 
of this Colony at its formation, to direct 
the management of their affairs, oversee 
their purchases, and in many ways 
guide them during the first few years of 
their settlement there, a great many of 
the present debts would not have been 
contracted, and the condition of the 
petitioners would have been tolerably 
prosperous ; and, whether in consequence 
of the numerous complaints by settlers 
at Killarney and Saltcoats, he will 
cause an independent inquiry to be 
made into the condition of these settlers, 
or take such other steps as he may 
deem fit to deal with the prayer of the 
petitioners ? 


*Toe LORD ADVOCATE: I find 
no petition of the date mentioned, but 
I presume the question refers to a peti- 
tion, dated Ist May, which I have 
seen and which was duly answered by 
the late Secretary for Scotland, on the 
13th of June last. I have already 
stated that there seems to me no 
necessity for a further inquiry at the 
present time. 


LICHFIELD RACES. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether amemorial 
has been received signed by the Mayor of 
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at which the said memorial was unani- 
mously adopted, praying that the privi- 
lege of holding races upon land belonging 
to the War Department which has been 
enjoyed for nearly two centuries should 
not be withdrawn ; whether the prayer 
contained in the memorial has also been 
supported by all the ex-mayors who are 
still members of the corporation, as well 
as by leading representatives of all 
classes of citizens; and, what action it 
is intended to take in the matter ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : The Secretary of 
State has received a memorial of the 
character indicated in the Question. He 
has also received a memorial signed by 
the Bishop of the diocese and a large 
number of the inhabitants of Lichfield 
praying that the Lichfield races may be 
discontinued. It was intimated to the 
race committee in 1890 by the then 
Secretary of State that at the termina- 
tion of five years the privilege of holding 
the meeting on Government land would 
be withdrawn. The five yeais expired 
in 1894; and the late Secretary of 
State, as a special concession, agreed 
that one more meeting (that of last 
spring) should take place, on the distinct 
understanding that no further applica- 
tion would be entertained. It appears 
that in spite of this intimation a fixture 
has been obtained for an autumn meet- 
ing without reference to the War De- 
partment, notwithstanding the reply in 
this House on May 13 last. The deci- 
sion to put a stop to the meeting was 
arrived at after full inquiry into the 
circumstances. The military authori- 
ties are of opinion that the holding of 
this meeting at the very gates of the 
barracks is most undesirable. The 
barracks have recently been enlarged, 
and the increase in the number 
of troops which will be accommodated 
in them will be a considerable gain to 
the tradesmen of Lichfield. As it is 
evident that opinion is much divided, 
Lord Lansdowne does not feel that he 
would be justified in altering the deci- 
sion arrived at by his predecessors. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: May I 
ask my hon. Friend whether, amongst 
the persons whom he describes as mili- 
tary authorities, he includes the pay- 
master of the district, and, if so, whether 
he is aware that that gentleman is 
a very prominent member of the Anti- 


Lichfield as chairman of a public meeting | Gambling League. [Oh,” and laughter. | 


Mr. J. H. Dalziel. 

















1257 Welsh Crown 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir, I should 
not describe him as one of the military 
authorities, and I did not know that he 
had any connection with the Anti- 
Gambling League. 


LUNACY RETURN, IRELAND. 


Mr. L. P. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
8.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Report of the Inspectors of Lunacy 
(Ireland) for the year ending 3lst 
December 1894 has yet been presented ; 
if not, what is the cause of the delay ; 
and when it may be expected ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Report in question is now in the hands 
of the printer, and will be circulated 
without unnecessary delay. 


GOLD MINING IN SUTHERLAND. 


*Mr. J. McLEOD (Sutherland) : I beg 

to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will lay upon the Table a 
copy of the Act under which the Duke 
of Sutherland is alleged to hold the 
gold mining rights in Sutherland in 
feu ? 

Toe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir Micnaet Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): What I said was that the 
Duke of Sutherland held the mining 
rights under a Crown grant in feudal 
form made pursuant to the Act of 1592. 
The Act isa lengthy document expressed 
in ancient phraseology. There is a copy 
of the Act in the Library, and the 
Commissioners of Woods will be ready 
to place their copy at the disposal of 
hon. Members for their inspection at the 
Office of Woods. I hardly think I 
should be justified in incurring: any 
expense for reprinting it. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 


*Mr. McLEOD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary tothe Treasury whether the further 
Correspondence between the Treasury 
and the West Highland Railway and 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
Mr. Cameron, of Lochiel, which he pro- 
mised the hon. Member for East 
Aberdeenshire should be laid upon 
the Table, will be laid upon the Table 
forthwith ? 
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THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER, who answered the Question, 
said : The official Correspondence will be 
laid on the Table without delay. It 
will not include any Correspondence 
between Cameron of Lochiel and myself. 
This only consisted of a couple of notes, 
of which no copies were kept, and which 
were destroyed at once in the ordinary 
way. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN WALES. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether, in the 
event of legislation being introduced in 
the course of the next Session to promote 
or facilitate the construction of Light 
- | Railways, the needs of mineral districts 
like the lead districts of Flintshire will 
not be overlooked ? 

THE PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Ritcuie, Croy- 
don): Any measure dealing with Light 
Railways will certainly be applicable to 
the districts named by the hon. Gentle- 
man. 


WELSH CROWN LANDS. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS :'I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, what 
steps have been taken by the Depart- 
ment of Woods and Forests to re-afforest 
the Crown lands in Wales ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : In his forthcoming 
Report to Parliament, the Commissioner 
of Woods says :— 


“ Representations having been made to me in 
favour of carrying out planting operations on 
parts of the Crown wastes in Wales, I took the 
opportunity, during October, 1894, of going 
over those in the neighbourhood of Denbigh, 
and had a meeting with some of the local 
farmers, who were interested as having sheep- 
walks or common rights upon them. Whilst it 
seemed quite possible to select places where 
trees could grow and do well, there are many 
other considerations which must be carefully 
weighed before any definite proposal of the kind 
can be made which may give reasonable hope of 
success. The common rights would have to be 
extinguished where the plantations were made, 
and, owing to the fact that though these wastes 
are unfenced each owner of common right has 
in practice his own particular sheep-walk, there 
would be some difficulty in arranging how the 
rights of the commoners should be readjusted. 
To deprive one of these hill farms of its sheep- 
walk would probably be held to seriously 
damage the les of the farm asa whole. The 
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accessibility of the ground, the nearness of rail- 
way communication are also serious factors in 
the problem, and I am therefore taking such 
opportunities as I can to visit the wastes in 
other parts of North Wales before attempting 
to make any definite proposals in connection 
with any one of them. A small plantation, 
mainly for purposes of shelter, has been made 
on a small Crown farm in Merioneth adjoining 
the waste of Maentwrog Mountain. The very 
severe weather experienced last winter greatly 


proved very trying to the young trees, most of 
which, however, were doing well when I inspected 
it in the month of June, 1895.’’ 


EDUCATION IN THE NORTH-WEST 
PROVINCES. 

Mr. ARTHURO’CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India, whether he is aware that the 
Local Government of the North-West 
Provinces has recently reduced its grant 
for the education of European children 
by Rs.3,000 per mensem, although the 
number of children who require educa- 
tion is annually increasing ; whether it 
is a fact that the Local Government 
maintains no schools of its own for the 
education of such children, and that 
under an article of the Grant in Aid 
Code, which hitherto has not been 
enforced, grants are no longer given to 
schools in excess of what the managers 
can raise by private subscription ; 
whether this course, which makes the 
education of the poor absolutely depen- 
dent on the bounty of the rich, has been 
sanctioned by the Secretary of State in 
Council ; and, whether he will direct the 
Local Government of the North-West 
Provinces to provide suitable education 
for poor European children, or else that 
the managers of aided schools, to whom 


the education of these children will | 


otherwise be left, shall be supplied with 
the funds necessary to adequately sup- 
plement the resources obtained else- 
where ? 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : I am | 


not aware that the grant made by the 
Local Government of the North-West 
Provinces for the education of European 
children has been reduced by Rs.3,000 
per month, as stated in the question. It 
is the fact that there are no schools for 
European children entirely supported by 
Government. There is a rule that the 
Government grant shall not exceed the 


amount earned by the school ; but the | 


Mr. Hanbury, 
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effect of this rule is tempered by another 
empowering special grants to schools 
where there is a small or poor European 
population. I cannot admit that these 
rules have the effect attributed to them 
in the question. The rules have been in 
force for a number of years under the 


‘authority of successive Secretaries of 


State. The question of the working of 
interfered with the work and added to the} 


expense, and the exceptionally dry spring has | 


the rules is now under consideration in 
India. I will forward the hon. Mem- 


| ber’s question, and any other representa- 
|tions he may have to make, for the 
information of the Government of India. 


5trH INNISKILLING FUSILIERS. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office, whether memorials have 
been received by the Secretary of State 
from the Town Commissioners of Stra- 
bane and from the inhabitants of Lifford 
with reference to the suggested removal 
of the head-quarters of the 5th Inniskil- 
ling Fusiliers from Lifford to Bally- 
shannon ; whether the probable effect 
of such removal upon recruiting for the 
battalion has been considered ; and, 
whether the representations of the 
memorialists will receive full attention 
before a decision on the question is 
arrived at? 


Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS : 
Memorials from Strabane and Lifford 
have been received ; and, in a contrary 
sense, from Ballyshannon. The removal 
of the head-quarters of the 5th Innis- 
killing Fusiliers from Lifford to Bally- 
shannon was decided on because Bally- 
shannon is the largest town in Donegal. 
The battalion was raised at Ballyshannon, 
and a new recruiting ground would be 
opened up. Generally, the change appears 
to conduce to military efficiency. 


CASTLECONNELL EEL WEIR CASE. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland, whether, in view of its important 
bearing on the work of the Statute Law 
Revision Committee of both Houses of 
Parliament, he will lay upon the Table 
of the House a Copy of the recent judg- 
ment of the Irish Court of Queen’s 
Bench in the Castleconnell eel weir 
case 4 
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Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): I am unable at present 
to obtain a revised Report of the judg- 
ment referred to, as the judges who took 
part in the decision are absent from 
Ireland on vacation. I have no doubt 
that the judgment will be reported in 
the authorised Irish Reports before the 
next Session of Parliament. Should, 
however, this not be so, or the hon. 
Member be not satisfied with it, I would 
suggest that he should repeat his question 
next Session. 


EVICTIONS IN THE HIGHLANDS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether during 
the Parliamentary Recess the eviction 
of small tenants in the Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland whose leases have 
expired since the passing of the Crofters 
(Scotland) Act of 1886 will be aided by 
the forces of the Crown, pending any 
legislation which Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment may introduce on the subject? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I have no reason to believe that 
evictions will take place, nor can I 
answer any hypothetical question as to 
the method by which the law is to be 
put in force. 


DUKE OF CAMBRIDGE. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether it is intended that 
His Royal Highness the Duke of 
Cambridge shall receive any provision 
from Public Funds on his retirement 
from the post of Commander-in-Chief ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Before 
the question is answered I desire to ask 
my right hon. Friend whether it is the 
case that the arrangements consequent 
upon the retirement of His Royal High- 
ness the Commander-in Chief practically 
involved the abolition of that office ; and, 
whether it is not the fact that the prin- 
ciple which has been generally adopted 
in regard to the abolition of offices, and 
invariably in cases of long service, has 
not carried with it the continuance of 
full salary for life ? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : In answer to the question on 
the paper, it is not intended to make 
special provision for His Royal Highness 
the Duke of Cambridge out of the 
Public Funds when he relinquishes the 
office of Commander-in-Chief. Staff 
appointments carry no special pension 
whatever. All officers, on retiring from 
the service, receive a retiring allowance 
in accordance with their rank. This 
allowance, under the new regulations, 
amounted, in the case of a field-marshal, 
to £1,300 a year. His Royal Highness 
is, however, under the old regulations, 
entitled to unattached pay at the higher 
rate of £2,200 a year as Colonel of the 
Grenadier Guards. With regard to the 
question put by my right hon. Friend, I 
am told that a Staff appointment cannot 
be regarded as coming within the 
ordinary category of those posts in 
regard to which special terms are given 
to the holders, on abolition. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Do I 
understand that retiring allowance is 
irrespective of the other sum mentioned 
by my right hon. Friend as being due as 
pay for the honorary colonelcy ? 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Yes, Sir. The retiring allow- 
ance is in respect of the military rank of 
the Commander-in-Chief. 


INDIAN BUDGET. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL said he de- 
sired to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, assuming that the Report of 
Supply was finished on Monday, when 
the Indian Budget would be taken 4 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: If the Report of Supply is 
finished on Monday, the discussion on 
the Indian Budget will be taken after 
the Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill, which will be on Tuesday. 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I wish to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
there will be a Saturday sitting to- 
morrow ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : Yes, Sir, there will be a Satur- 
day sitting. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Ona point of 
order, Mr. Speaker, I do not know how 
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the Saturday sitting is going to be 
obtained under the Rules of the House. 
There is no notice on the Paper to-day. 
I wish to ask whether notice is not 
necessary * 

*Mr. SPEAKER : No notice is neces- 

sary. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not neces- 
sary to give notice, Mr. Speaker, before 
you leave the Chair to-night ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no neces- 
sity for notice. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR asked the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House, if 
he could not arrange to close the sitting 
of the House on Saturday before mid- 
night ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, there was no necessity for 
any proposal on the part of the Govern- 
ment with regard to Saturday’s sitting. 
That was a matter which must be left to 
the decision of the House. 

Mr. R. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, 
N.) asked whether the Government 
would proceed with the Berriew School 
Bill, having regard to the fact that it 
was highly contentious ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, if his memory served him 
aright, some irregularity occurred in re- 
gard to the Bill brought in by the last 
Government in reference to this matter. 

Mr. McKENNA said, he _ under- 
stood that the Vice-President of the 
Council stated that this Bill was conten- 
tious. 

Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked 
when the Government intended to take 
the Irish Evicted Tenants Bill ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: It will be introduced on 
Saturday, and the Second Reading will 
be taken, if circumstances permit, on 
Monday. 

Mr. |MAURICE HEALY: May I 
ask if the Saturday Sitting will be fixed 
by Order of the House ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
will the question be put ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot say. That 
will be for the Member of the Gov- 
ernment who is in charge of the Order. 
The Twelve o'clock rule is suspended. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will the 
question require to be put from the 
Chair ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. 


Business of 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he under. 
stood the proposal was to fix a Saturday 
Sitting which might last after midnight, 
and of course they would have an oppor- 
tunity of debating the terms and condi- 
tions under which they were to sit. He 
thought that would be for the conve- 
nience of the House, as there was no rule 
regulating Saturday Sittings, and as 
they had in 1880 and 1881 sat into 
Sunday. He asked whether it was not 
possible to come to some amicable 
arrangement as to this Saturday Sitting ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I am entirely in favour of an 
amicable arrangement. The plan of the 
Government has already been stated, 
and our desire is to get to-night the re- 
mainder of the Civil Service Votes and 
the Navy Estimate, and, of course, the 
Report of Supply. To-morrow we pro- 
pose to take the Votes on the Army 
Estimates, and some stages of the Bills 
of which the Government has given 
notice. I cannot conceive that this 
programme is one which would neces- 
sitate any very prolonged exertion of the 
House on Saturday, or the sitting to an 
untimely hour as was suggested by the 
hon. Member for Ross-shire. I hope the 
hon. and learned Member for North 
Louth will see that the statement I 
have made is a satisfactory one, and that 
an amicable understanding may be 
arrived at. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said, one of the 
Orders that was down for that night 
was the Second Reading of the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill, which involved 
the renewal of the Arms Act. He pre- 
sumed the Government would take 
the Committee stage on Saturday, and 
that might bring the sitting up to mid- 
night or into Sunday. He suggested 
that the Government should fix an early 
limit, such as six o’clock, beyond which 
they would not sit on Saturday. On 
Wednesday last, although they had been 
told that they should not sit late, they 
had sat up till two o'clock. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: What I said with regard to 
Wednesday was that we hoped we 
should not have a very late sitting. 
The same hope exists with regard to 
to-morrow ; and it is our earnest wish 
that that hope should become a practical 
reality. Iam convinced that the hon. 
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Member will feel that there is nothing 
excessive in the demand which the Gov- 
ernment propose to make. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he must not 
be taken as concurring in that view. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY asked the 
Speaker whether, when the question of 
a Saturday Sitting was put, it would be 
competent to move as an Amendment 
that the sitting take place under the 
Six o’clock Rule ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: No, there is 
an Order of the House that the Six 
o'clock Rule be suspended. The Clerk 
will now proceed to read the Orders of 
the Day. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


Mr. J. W. Lowruer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee). 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Crass V. 


On the Vote of £215,089, to complete 
the sum for the Expenses of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Embassies and Missions Abroad, 
and of the Consular Establishments 
Abroad, and other Expenditure charge- 
able on the Consular Vote, 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) thought that one Ministry of Com- 
merce and Industry as in most other 
nations, would better serve our com- 
mercial interests than the present dual 
arrangement of the Board of Trade 
and the Foreign Office. He fully 
recognised the value which the Foreign 
Office had given to its Commercial 
Department, but he hoped a_ re- 
organisation in the direction of a single 
Ministry might take place. He also 
thought there should be a greater 
amalgamation between our Diplomatic 
and Consular Services and that both 
should fully recognise the commercial 
duties of diplomacy. He was glad to 
know that the Secretary to the Treasury 
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had recognised the duty of revising the re- 
muneration of our Consular Officers, who 
were, he said, at present very often 
absurdly underpaid. He suggested that 
the very valuable Consular Reports 
should be systematised and better 
indexed. He would like to express his 
sense of the urgent need that existed for 
our having more Commercial Attachés, 
whose help was absolutely essential 
at Embassies, especially during the 
negotiation of commercial treaties, and 
while the personnel of the Embassies 
were not themselves experts in commerce, 
though their commercial qualifications 
were increasing. They had now two 
commercial representatives, one in 
Paris and one in St. Petersburg, who 
had charge of vast areas. They ought 
to have a representative in Central and 
South America, the trade development 
in which was very great with civilised 
countries. They wanted accurate and 
speedy information on matters of urgent 
necessity, such as new openings and fields 
for commerce, and diplomacy ought to 
be the intelligence department for other 
forces of commerce. If they had had 
better information as to Argentina, 
they very probably would not have had 
the financial trouble they had two years 
ago. Then, they ought to have one 
in the United States, a country with 
which they had large transactions. 
They ought to watch the commercial 
developments which were constantly 
taking place there, and which were lead- 
ing to the displacement of our own 
trade. There was one part of Europe 
where they ought to be better re- 
presented—the Balkan States. They 
might, if they had better information, 
develop a lucrative trade there, and send 
goods in much greater quantities. He 
also suggested that there should be a re- 
presentative in the far East. They had 
large dealings with Japan, and, with the 
probability of vast developments, the 
trade with Japan was of great consequence 
to this country. In China, they should 
closely watch the competition of other 
countries. He had made inquiry as to 
their Consuls, and he found they were 
very much undermanned in comparison 
with other countries if our compara- 
tive commerce were regarded. England 
had 786 Consuls; France had 957; 
Germany, 654; Belgium, 448; Italy, 
724; Spain, 761; and Portugal, 581. 
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The number of their Consuls bore no 
proportion to their trade. In Germany; 
where the competition should be closely 
watched, they had only 33 Consuls. The 
remuneration given was very small. 
Some of the Consular reports were excel- 
lent, but they were capable of improve- 
ment, and in some cases no reports at all 
were received; 215 in all had not 
reported at all. That ought not to be. 
The Consuls ought to give this country 
the benefit of their experience and know- 
ledge. The reports were frequently late 
in their publication, They were now 
only receiving the reports for 1894 on 
the eve of the Recess. They ought, 
where necessary, to have special and 
also interim reports, and the Chambers 
of Commerce, which took great in- 
terest in these reports, had made many 
practical suggestions. Many of these 
Chambers would like to have fuller 
information as to the class of goods 
saleable in various localities. Many 
complained that the reports were not 
as suggestive as they might be. More 
information was asked with regard to 
cotton-spinning manufactories in Japan. 
Others wanted information on special 
competitive trades in Belgium, Germany, 
and Austria, like iron and steel. Others 
asked as to railway enterprise in India 
and Burmah ; others desired more infor- 
mation as to the credit and banking 
systems in other nations. Many might 
increase their trade if they had better 
and earlier information, and he suggested 
that there should be a storage of 
trade price lists, catalogues, and possibly 
samples. A Committee for which he 
had successfully moved, and of which 
he was a member, had recently reported 
to the House in favour of the establish- 
ment of metric weights and measures. 
They were practically isolated, and 
their own system placed great obstacles 
in the way of international trade. 
Foreign merchants would not take the 
trouble of checking and translating their 
weights and measures. He thought it 
was essential to their trade, that they 
should move in that direction. He 
hoped an early remedy would be found 
for replacing the present system with a 
better one, and he suggested both home 
and foreign clearing houses for such 
purposes. He also suggested that there 
should be attached to the Board of 
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Trade or the Foreign Office, a consulta- 
tive Committee, so that the Government 
might readily know, with regard to any 
particular subject, what was the com- 
mercial opinion of the country. It 
was said that the best service they 
could render to commerce was to leave 
it alone, but in his opinion that would 
be a great mistake. The days of 
laissez-faire were over and Governments 
could aid and help private enterprise, 
which, of course, was the main factor. 
He did not for a moment propose that 
subsidies should be given to raise an 
artificial competition, but he was 
satisfied that by more thoroughly 
organising the Diplomatic and Consular 
system and by bringing pressure to bear 
on foreign Governments, impediments to 
our international trade could be removed, 
and a great improvement effected. He 
congratulated the commerce of | this 
country upon the presence cf the Under 
Secretary, with his vast knowledge of 
countries which were opening or might 
be opened for trade, at the Foreign 
Office. He had had personal experience of 
both the willingness and the ability of 
the hon. Member to take steps, and 
sometimes somewhat daring steps, in 
order to take care that our merchants 
and manufacturers were placed, in 
relation to their proper claims upon 
other Governments or the subjects of 
other Governments, in a position which 
was justly due to them. He hoped that 
during the time the hon. Gentleman 
occupied the position, he would see his 
way to make the Diplomatic and Consu- 
lar Services more effective, and that he 
would encourage them to co-operate for 
the promotion of commerce by taking 
care that some of the ludicrously 
inadequate salaries now paid were made 
co-ordinate with the expectations formed 
in this country of the duties that had to 
be performed for commerce and so for 
the community. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean). while associating him- 
self with the hon. Member opposite, 
as to the importance of the services 
rendered by Sir Joseph Crowe, doubted 
whether the Commercial Attaché system 
was the best that could be devised. It 
rather tended to make the other mem- 
bers of the Embassies and Legations 
think that it was not their business to 
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prepare Commercial Reports. In his 
opinion it would be better to put more 
prominently before the staffs the com- 
mercial side of their functions. It 
would be impossible to justify the large- 
ness of many of these staffs unless 
commercial business was done by them, 
for there was no political business of 
any importance to be done. The 
Government were about to obtain the 
last of jthe two great Votes, upon 
which the foreign affairs of the country 
could be discussed, and he could only 
mention the fact, that both as regarded 
~the Upper Nile and as regarded Siam, 
they had given an amount of information 
very much less than was asked from the 
late Government. The only other point 
to which he desired to refer was the 


recent mission of Sir John Kirk. A con- 


siderable number of questions had been 
asked on the subject, but they had had 
no promise that they should ever have 
Sir John Kirk’s Report or the evidence 
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it was not merely a question of 
economy. There was a considerable 
danger, in making these appointments, of 
the tremendous importance that they 
took by reason of the large salaries and 
allowances attached to them. He 
believed that, in the case of Turkey, 
great mischief had resulted from too 
much importance being given to 
the Ambassadorial and, especially, to 
the Consular offices. These Consular 
offices were not always wisely filled. 
Young men were sometimes put into 
them who had sent home Reports 
entirely at variance with the former 
Reports of the more experienced 
Consuls. For instance, one Consul sent a 
Report to the effect that 16,000 
Armenians were massacred at Sasun, 
though they knew from the former 
Consul, Mr. Clifford Lloyd, that the 
|whole of the Armenians in the place 
|did not number more than 10,000. The 
right hon. Baronet opposite, had pointed 
out that there was the same desire for 





taken at the inquiry. He hoped there | secresy in this Government as there was 
would be no secresy. Our interests in|in the last. He was afraid there would 
this matter did not conflict with those | always be a determination, so far as the 
of foreign countries. It was a question | Foreign Office was concerned, to keep 
between the Niger Protectorate, and the | the people of England in the dark until 
Niger Company and the natives, and | it was toolate. He pressed the Govern- 
surely the fullest information ought to | ment to give the House all the Consular 
be given to the House of Commons. | Reports for 1893, 1894 and 1895, with 
He hoped that during the Recess the | reference to Armenia. If that was donehe 
Government would consider whether! believed a very different complexion 
they could not give both Sir John|would be put upon Armenian affairs 
Kirk’s Report and the evidence upon to that given by the imperfect infor- 





which it was founded. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, the expenses of managing 
our foreign affairs amounted to 
£664,000, and maintained that, in 
present circumstances, that sum was too 
large. No doubt in former times, when 
the diplomatist was many weeks, some- 
times many months, distant from his 
superior officer, the Secretary of State, 
it was necessary to give him a large 
discretion ; and he had therefore to be 
an important man, and to be paid a 
large salary. An Ambassador now was 
within a minute’s communication of the 
Foreign Office. He had ceased to be 
anything but a clerk at the end of a 
wire, who wore a lace coat on State 
occasions. Consequently the importance 
of the whole Diplomatic Service had very 
greatly decreased, and there should be a 
relative decrease in their salaries. But 


|mation furnished by newspaper corre- 
| spondents and new and untried Consuls. 
\It was absurd to maintain diplomatic 
|arrangements with the smaller German 
Courts, and to keep up separate establish- 
ments at Coburg and Saxony, when all 
their foreign affairs were conducted from 
Berlin, where we had an Ambassador 
with a staff. It had been suggested 
that a special reason for continuing 
these arrangments was that there were 
personal relationships between persons 
holding high positions and our own 
Royal Family; but that seemed to be 
an additional reason against, rather than 
for, having our Ambassadors at these 
minor Courts. It was something of a 
scandal to maintain purely ceremonial 
officers at these Courts whose foreign 
affairs were necessarily conducted from 
Berlin. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would feel himself able in 
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some degree to break down that mis- 
chievous system by which in the Foreign 


— Office almost entire secresy was observed 


with regard to the course of negotiations, 
the result of which was that this House 
was rendered incapable of dealing with 
foreign affairs. If Members asked for 
information while negotiations were 
going on, they were told that they were 
too early ; if they waited, they were told 
that all was settled and it was too late 
to say anything. The business of the 
Foreign Office was conducted behind 
the backs and without the knowledge of 


— the people of England. He could under- 


stand it if we were making secret 
bargains to get other people’s lands ; 
but we do not need to do anything of 
the kind ; and there was no negotiation 
that our English Foreign Minister could 
properly enter into, about which he 
should not be able to announce what 
his policy was. 

*THE CHAIRMAN, interposing, said, 
that the possible action of the Foreign 
Secretary would be discussed, not upon 
this Vote, but upon that for the Foreign 
Office. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, of 
course he was dealing with the system 
under which our diplomatists were 
employed, a system whose mainspring of 
work was secresy. If we gave up 
secresy, we should not have a Vote 
such as this from year to year, we 
should require fewer Consuls, and we 
should place foreign affairs on a footing 
that would be more satisfactory to the 
people of this country and to those of 
other countries also. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr.Grorce Curzon, Lancashire, South- 
port) said, he must begin by thanking 
the hon. Member for the graceful 
references 'to himself and the office he 
now filled. He listened with attention 
to the valuable suggestions made by 
the hon. Member, with the authority of 
the Chamber of Commerce, with which 
he was identified. The Commercial De- 
partment of the Foreign Office, although 
not ostentatious in its operations, was 
certainly a most important one, and 
those operations were capable of bear- 
ing most practical results. As head of 
that particular Department he looked 
forward to a period of activity and 
energy on behalf of the commercial 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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interests of this country. In the keen 
competition with which we were con- 
fronted all over the world—and into 
which this country had to enter, so to 
speak, with one hand tied behind its 
back, because our fiscal system compelled 
us to enter it without anything to give, 
to promise, or to threaten—it certainly 
did behove us, within certain limits, to 
use the Foreign Office as a means of 
promoting the commerce of this country. 
In his term of office these questions 
would always have his sympathy and 
support. With regard to the suggestion 
that there should be a Ministry of 
Commerce, absorbing the functions of 
the Board of Trade and of the Com- 
mercial Department of the Foreign Office, 
his hon. Friend would recognise that 
circumstances might arise in which 
traders would regret if they had not the 
Foreign Office at their back to settle those 
diplomatic questions into Which com- 
mercial difficulties were so easily merged. 
The suggestion had been mae, not for 
the first time, that we should have more 
Commercial Attachés. We had three 
such Attachés—Sir Joseph Crowe, for 
Western Europe; Mr. Law, who had 
charge of Russia, Persia, and Asiatic 
Turkey ; and Mr. Wrench at Constan- 
tinople. The question of increasing the 
number had been discussed more than 
once, and doubts had been thrown on 
the policy of doing so nine years ago 
by the right hon. Member for Aberdeen 
(Mr. Bryce), and in 1890 by a Royal 
Commission presided over by the present 
Home Secretary. Mr. Bryce said, with 
reference to Commercial Attachés, in 
a memo. which was printed as a Parlia- 


mentary Paper— 


“ Not to speak of the expense which this 
would involve, it may be doubted whether a 
Commercial Attaché would at most Capitals find 
enough work to occupy him, or whether, by 
any exertions he might put forth, he could 
render much further help to British manufac- 
turers and merchants than they now obtain 
through the Press and private channels of in- 
formation. His presence would be an excuse 
for the neglect of commercial affairs by the 
rest of the Embassy; there would be little pro- 
motion for him; nor would it be easy to secure, 
except by a large salary, capable men for a post 
so much out of the line of the regular service. 
Only a person of large commercial knowledge, 
judgment and experience would be worth 

ving, and such a person would be almost 
certain to prefer a private commercial career to 
the prospect which this special branch of diplo- 
macy would hold out.” 
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The following extract was from the Re- 
rt of the Royal Commission on Civil 
Service (Ridley’s), 1890 :— 


“We have tried to satisfy ourselves as to 
whether we should recommend an increase in 
the number of Commercial Attachés; but 
though it is clear that the creation of the two 
posts is amply justified, we do not think that 
the experience as yet derived from them so 
conclusive as to the propriety of incurring any 
additional expenditure at present in the same 
direction.”’ 


With these authoritative opinions against 
the proposal, the Government could not 
adopt it with anything like precipita- 
tion. With regard to the Commercial 
Reports, having, probably, read more 
of them than any Member, except 
perhaps the two Gentlemen who had 
just spoken, havingstudied many hundreds 
of them from all parts of the world long 
before he was connected with his present 
office, he desired to endorse all that had 
been said in praise of them, and in 
recognition of the wealth of valuable 
information supplied by them. It might 
be that the publication of them was 
intermittent, but still, in some cases in 
which prompt information was desired, 
there was more than one Reportin the year. 
Many of the gentlemen whose silence 
was complained of were merely unpaid 
Vice-Consuls, to whom small allowances 
were made for office expenses, and on 
whom we could not fairly impose the bur- 
den of drawing up complicated Reports. 
The procuring and arranging of tabulated 
figures necessarily involved delay, but 
any information of a commercial character 
which was in any way important to their 
commercial interests was at once supplied 
either to the Board of Trade Journal, to 
the Chamber of Commerce of London, or 
to the newspapers, so that he did not 
think the charge of unduly withholding 
information valuable to the commercial 
world could be sustained. [“ Hear, 
hear !” 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT observed that 
the hon. Gentleman attributed to the 
Consuls abroad what he had intended to 
apply at home. He himself received the 
Reports in large batches, evidently after 
they had been allowed to accumulate. 
He made no charge against the Consuls, 
but quite the contrary. 

*Mr. CURZON said, that the Reports 
were obtained from the Foreign Office as 
quickly as possible. There was an 
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enormous number of them, and they 
did not always come in a form 
capable of being transmitted without 
revision to the public. Undoubtedly 
dispatch in the matter was of great 
importance, but what was also important 
was that more merchants should read the 
Reports. Very often suggestions of the 
highest value were repeated in them 
without receiving the slightest attention. 
He did not know what the sale of the 
Reports here was, but he ventured to 
say it was not what it ought to be, and 
if his hon. Friend could increase the 
reading capacity of his clients rather 
than suggest the imposition of greater 
work on their Consuls, he would be con- 
siderably benefiting the cause he repre- 
sented. [‘ Hear, hear!”] As to the 
suggestion that there should be more 
Consuls, that was a question not merely 
for the Foreign Office, but for the Trea- 
sury, and in comparing the number of 
Consuls they had as contrasted with 
those of foreign countries, they ought really 
to discriminate how many in the two 
categories were paid and how many un- 
paid. The hon. Gentleman, at the con- 
clusion of his speech, expressed the hope 
that the era of /aissez-faire in the diplo- 
matic conduct of their commercial affairs 
had passed. With that sentiment he 
entirely agreed. At the same time there 
was a consideration on the other side 
which they ought to bear inmind. If they 
contemplated that commercial conquest 
of the world which they claimed to have 
made, it had been made not by the pro- 
tection or activity of Governments, but 
by the intrepidity and enterprise of their 
individual traders. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 
It was the duty, and should be the 
pleasure of a Government to sustain and 
stimulate the efforts of their traders to 
hold their own, but more depended upon 
maintaining the features of their national 
character, which had made them what 
they were, than uponany artificial support 
that Government, Consuls, or diplomats 
could give. [‘ Hear, hear!”] The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean had referred to the 
secresy which he said was observed by 
the Department, but if ever reserve at 
any time was justified it was justified in 
the case of a Government coming into 
power within the short space of, time the 
present Government had been in Office, 
and finding themselves confronted with 
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an enormous legacy of difficultand compli- 
cated questionsfrom their predecessors, on 
many of which it would be premature, if 
not unwise, to make more than the state- 
ments they were every day obliged to do 
in the House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had asked for information about 
Sir John Kirk’s mission to the Niger 
River, and had inquired when they might 
expect his Report. The Report had only 
just been placed in the hands of the Gov- 
ernment, and he had not had time to 
peruse it. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man asked for the publication of the 
Report, he seemed to be under some 
misapprehension. Sir John Kirk was 
sent out by the Government to acquire 
and furnish certain information for their 
guidance. There was never any promise 
that that Report should be made public. 
Circumstances might arise which would 
make its publication desirable, but until 
the Report had been considered by the 
Government it would obviously be most 
improper to give any pledge in the 
direction the right hon. Gentleman asked 
for. The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
had once again raised the question of the 
Consular Reports from Armenia. The 
hon. Gentleman seemed to think thatif the 
whole of these Consular Reports in extenso 
for 1893-4-5 were published, a very 
different impression would prevail about 
the incidents to which they alluded than 
at present existed, and that he and those 
who shared his views would, perhaps, 
derive some consolation from what they 
contained. He believed himself that 
the hon. Member’s expectations in that 
respect would be disappointed. However, 
the question of the publication of these 
Reports was one, for the reason he stated 
the other day, of very great difficulty, 
but the Government hoped the time 
would shortly arrive when some infor- 
mation respecting these countries, from 
those who had been on the spot, might be 
submitted to Parliament. [{ ‘Hear, hear!” 
*Mr. HOZIER (Lanark, 8S.) de- 
sired to say, as an old Foreign Office 
official, that not only the Commercial 
Attachés but: all the officers, Diplomatic 
as well as Consular, connected with the 
Foreign Office were extremely anxious to 
push, by every means in their power, the 
commercial interests of this country. 
[“ Hear, hear!” 
Dr. CLARK reminded the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs that he had 


Mr. Curzon. 
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not replied to the point as to the missions 
at the smaller German Courts. 

*Mr. CURZON remarked that his 
hon. Friend complained that these were 
merely ceremonial officers who rendered 
no services comparable to the salaries 
they received, and accordingly he had 
expressed the opinion that the missions 
ought to be abolished. The case was con- 
sidered by a Royal Commission in 1890, 
who reported in favour of a further 
reduction, and, if possible, the ultimate 
abolition of these posts. Since the issue 
of their Report these steps had been 
taken. The Mission at Darmstadt had 
been reduced jfrom £1,250 to £700 a 
year and had been placed in the hands 
of a Secretary of Legation with the 
rank of Chargé d’Affaires. The Mission 
at Stuttgart, the capital of Wurtemburg, 
had been amalgamated with that of 
Munich, there being in these two cases 
a total saving of £2,000 a year. His 
hon. Friend asked what was going to be 
done in the future, and he was afraid 
he could not give him any consolation 
upon this point. The occupants of these 
smaller German Missions might not, in 
the eyes of the hon. Gentleman, cut a 
great figure before the world but their 
functions were by no means unimport- 
ant. For instance, a place like Munich 
was a centre of very considerable in- 
formation and influence, and it was 
desirable that they should have there 
a British Representative of this rank. 
The same remark applied to the 
other courts, and attaching as they 
did the utmost importance to their rela- 
tions with Germany and the various 
courts of which the German Empire was 
composed it was in the highest degree 
desirable that they should maintain these 
Missions, the removal of which might 
create an amount of feeling in Germany 
which his hon. Friend did not anticipate, 
but which would be serious. 

Dr. CLARK considered that the 
result of the abolition of those missions 
would be the very reverse of that in- 
dicated by the Under Secretary. They 
had got union in Germany, and there 
was local Home Rule in the various 
States. But all the diplomatic interests 
of Germany were centred in Berlin ; the 
Germans did not desire that this country 
should have agents at these smaller 
courts and would be pleased to see them 
withdrawn. From the standpoint of 
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economy, they ought to oppose the Vote, 
and also because they ought to try to 
carry out the new conditions that existed 
in Germany. But he rose to move the 
reduction of the salary of the Agent in 
Egypt by £100 for the purpose of draw- 
ing attention to the Egyptian question. 
New conditions were being laid down 
in respect to our evacuation of Egypt. 
For instance, the hon. Member for North 
Lambeth had said we could not leave 
Egypt until we had re-conquered the 
Soudan and given it back to Egypt. He 
regarded it as incumbent upon the pre- 
sent Government to get us out of Egypt, 


In 1879 Lord Salisbury officially created 
the dual control, and as a result the 
expenditure of Egypt rose until it 
reached four and a half millions ster- 
ling. The Egyptians demanded the 
right to vote their Budget, but we re- 
fused to give them that right and inter- 
vened with an armed force. We crushed 
the attempt of the people of Egypt to 
have a Parliament and we refused them 
the right to vote the salaries of their 
own officials. Mr. Gladstone followed 
the evil example set by Lord Salisbury, 
but I think he now bitterly regrets 
having done so. We entered Egypt for 
the purpose of putting down Anarchy. 
At a Conference at Constantinople, Lord 
Dufferin stated to the Powers that if 
they consented to our entry, we would 
merely go in to restore order. Europe 
gave their consent. Order had been 
restored, but we had been in Egypt for 
13 years, and if the conditions that 
were now being added to those originally 
set forth by Lord Dufferin were to be 
fulfilled, we should be there for another 
1,300 years. In February 1883, the late 
Sir Stafford Northcote asked the present 
Duke of Devonshire when we were 
going to evacuate Egypt, and the noble 
Lord suggested that the evacuation 
might take place in six months or six 
years. The noble Lord thought the 
occurrence might take place in six 
months, and he expressed the hope that 
within six months he would be able to 
retire. Shortly afterwards, both Lord 
Granville and Lord Derby said the Gov- 
ernment were making preparations to 
evacuate Egypt, but before leaving they 
were going to neutralise the country 
upon the lines carried out in respect to 
Belgium. Nothing was done. Lord 
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Salisbury came in, and in 1887 Sir 
Drummond Wolff arranged a Convention 
under which we were to leave the coun- 


we had a right of free entry if circum- 
stances arose requiring us to go back. 
That would have been a wise and states- 
manlike settlement of the matter, but 
unfortunately, the Turkish Government 
refused to carry out the Treaty, and it 
fell through. Since then, a policy of 


When the late Government assumed 
office, they were pressed to carry out 
their pledges, but upon this as upon 
other questions, the policy they had in 
Opposition was not the policy they 
carried out in Office. He supposed that 
was one of the reasons why they were 
sent about their business. The excuse 
given by Mr. Gladstone was, that they 
were waiting for proposals either from 
France or from Turkey. Neither Turkey 
nor France had made any proposal to us. 
Now that there was a new Government 
he desired to know whether they were 
prepared to suggest another Convention 


on the lines of the Convention of Sir — 


Drummond Wolff. We gave a solemn 
pledge we would retire immediately after 
the Anarchy had been suppressed, after 
law and order had been restored. No 
one could say that law and order had 
not been restored. But we were now 
asked to remain in Egypt for the benefit 
of the Egyptian people; to raise the 
condition of the people, to educate them 
and make them fit for self-government. 


Why should we remain for that purpose t— 


In honour we were bound to retire. Some 
Gentlemen thought it might be to our 
interest to remain. [‘ Hear, hear!” 
Perhaps the hon. Gentlemen who chee 

would say what interest we had. We 
were now losing about a quarter of a 
million a year by the occupation, but if 
Egypt were neutralised, or if the Con- 
vention of Sir Drummond Wolff were 
carried out, we should have every right 
in Egypt that we had now. We should, 
moreover, lose the dangerous position in 
which we were now placed. Was the 
policy of drift to continue? Hon. Gen- 
tlemen knew very well what the feeling 
of France was. France considered she 
had rights, and that in 1882 she was 
badly treated. All our difficulties in 
Siam, Newfoundland and other parts of 
the world with France were caused by 








try in 1892. Under that Convention 


drift had been carried out in Egypt. — 
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our present position in Egypt. To con- 
tinue the present policy of drift was 
bad, and he was persuaded that in the 
long run it would be fraught with most 
disastrous consequences. He moved the 
reduction of which he had given notice. 
*Mr. CURZON : I think hon. Mem- 
bers will agree that this is hardly the 
occasion for a discussion of the question 
| Hear 
hear!”| We are confronted with an 
exhausted and depleted House, and an 
empty front Opposition Bench. [‘ Hear, 
hear!” and J/aughter|, and I must 
absolutely decline, in the absence of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire and his colleagues 
in the late Government, to enter at any 
length into a discussion as to our 
position in Egypt. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] 
The hon. Member has entered into a 
long argument as to our relations with 
Egypt in recent years. Into that field 
I will not follow the hon. Gentle- 
man. Indeed, I have nothing to add to 
the few remarks I made on the subject 
the other day. The hon. Member com- 
plains that we have embarked on a 
policy of drift in Egypt. I see no sign 
whatever of drift in our proceedings in 
Egypt. But this I will say, if a policy 
of drift is undesirable, there is another 
thing that is more undesirable still, and 
that is a policy of drive [* Hear, 
hear ! ”|; and Her Majesty’s Government 
will not be driven, tempted or cajoled 
into any sudden action with regard to 

Egypt. [ Ministerial 
cheers. 


*Smrr CHARLES DILKE agreed that 
there was little value, in the circum- 
stances, in discussing the position of 
In May 1893 there 
was a very full Debate on the sub- 
ject, and the facts brought out in 
that Debate made it impossible to blame 
the present Government for anything. 
He agreed, too, with the Under Secre- 
tary, that they ought to have the Leader 
The right 
hon. Gentleman sympathised with the 
views brought forward by the hon. 
Member for Caithness and himself, and 
yet, while the late Government was in 
office, they did nothing to give effect to 
those opinions. Therefore, it would not 
be fair to blame the present Govern- 
ment. Besides, he recognised that Lord 


Salisbury’s previous Government did 
Dr. Clark. 
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take a good step towards getting out of 
Egypt in the Drummond-Wolff Conven- 
tion, which, he agreed with the hon, 
Member for Caithness, was a prudent 


Land a wise Convention; and he was 


glad the Under Secretary had said not 
a word on the present occasion which 
would make the question more difficult, 
In one word, his view of the question 
was that we were pledged in honour to 
withdraw from Egypt, apart from the 
question of interest ; and he also said it 
was our interest to withdraw. The 
Daily News, which, he believed, was the 
party organ of the Liberal Party, said, 
in regard to the policy of the late 
Government in Egypt, “It is a noble 
thing to govern Egypt, but it is a still 
nobler thing to keep our word.” With 
that he entirely agreed. We had not 
kept our word ; and our word was still 
honourably binding upon us. With 
regard to the question of interest, it had 
been attempted to be argued that the 
military possession of Egvpt was a 
strength to this country. Tiat was an 
argument to which he attached no force. 
The overwhelming command of the seas 
was of vital interest to us. If we had 
that overwhelming command of all the 
seas, Egypt was of no importance ; and 
if we had not got that overwhelming 
command of all the seas, the position of 
Egypt would not help us. But he 
agreed with the Under Secretary that, 
in the present state of the House, and 
in the absence of the front Opposition 
Bench, this matter could not be discussed 
at any length. He, therefore, hoped his 
hon. Friend would be content with 
making his protest, and would not go to 
a Division. 

*TueE CHAIRMAN : I ought to point 
out to the Committee that it is very 
doubtful whether a large question of 
policy can be discussed on the salary of 
an official who merely carries out the 
policy of his chief. In my view, such a 
question could only be properly raised 
on the salary of the chief ; and I had a 
doubt during the discussion whether I 
ought not to rule it out of Order, as this 
Vote deals only with the salary of an 
officer at Cairo. 

Dr. CLARK : Nearly all the Debates 
on this Question in this House have been 
raised on that salary. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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*Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars) did not agree with the reflections 
that had been cast upon the value of the 
Reports of our Consular representatives 
abroad. Nothing could be better, for 
instance, than the Reports of Sir Charles 
Oppenheimer, our Consul at Frankfort. 
Sir Charles had full and complete know- 
ledge of the economic circumstances of 
every country in Europe, and his Reports 
were always most valuable. He could 
also give personal testimony of the very 
high value of other Reports compiled in 
other parts of Europe. He believed 
that in all cases the cost to the country 
for this work was exceedingly small— 
indeed, in some cases, it was merely an 
allowance for stationery—and consider- 
ing the excellent value given, he thought 
no objection ought to be raised to those 
payments. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) 
said he desired to ask a couple of ques- 
tions in regard to the position of affairs 
in Armenia. He had no intention of 
entering upon the general question, for 
the simple reason that the speech of the 
Prime Minister in the House of Lords 
dealing with the subject, on the first day 
of the Session, was a speech which 
reflected the sympathies and opinion of 
the whole country, and had aroused the 
enthusiastic approval of all who were 
interested in the welfare of the people 
of Armenia. One of the questions 
he had to ask was in regard to the 
allegations in the Press as to the serious 


. state of things in the neighbourhood of 


Erzinghian, in Armenia, where it was 
said the attitude of the Turkish troops 
was so threatening, that it was feared 
there would be fresh outbreaks of 
fanaticism and outrage against the 
Christian inhabitants of the district. 
He asked the Under Secretary a question 
on the subject yesterday, and he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman tosay that 
telegrams had been sent to Her Majesty’s 
representative at Constantinople in- 
structing him to make inquiries as to 
the accuracy of those allegations. He, 
therefore, ventured to ask the Under 
Secretary whether there was any con- 
firmation of those serious reports ; and, 
if so, whether steps had been taken, or 
would be taken, to put an end to such a 
threatening state of things? He should 
also like to ask whether the difficulties 
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that were alleged to have been placed by 
the Turkish Authorities in the way of 
the distribution of the fund raised for 
the relief of the sufferers of the outrages in 
Armenia had been overcome by the repre- 
sentations of Her Majesty’s Ambassador 
at Constantinople. He would only say, 
in conclusion, that the whole attitude of 
the Government on this question had 
given the deepest satisfaction to hon. 
Members on the Opposition side, and 
that the Government would receive from 
them the very warmest support at all 
times and in all manners if the policy 
announced by the Prime Minister was 
firmly and consistently carried out in 
dealing with the very difficult problem 
of the position of Christians in Armenia. 

*Mr. CURZON said, he was indebted 
to the hon. Gentleman for his warm 
praise of the policy which had ° been 
pursued by the present Government 
with regard to Armenia, and which he 
believed had the unanimous approval of 
the House and the Country. With re- 
gard to the two specific questions of the 
hon. Gentleman, he would ask him to 
put his question in regard to the adminis- 
tration of the relief fund on the paper, 
and he would make inquiries. The reply 
he had received from Constantinople as 
to the threatening attitude of Turkish 
troops at Erzinghian afforded some 
ground for the allegations contained in 
the question of the hon. Member ; but, 
as he had no idea that the question 
would be raised in Committee, he had 
not brought the telegram with him. If 
the hon. Member would put the question 
down for Monday he would reply to it, 
or he would give the hon. Gentleman 
the information privately if he so 
desired it. 

Mr. CHANNING: Will the hon. 
Gentleman indicate the general state of 
things disclosed by the telegram ? 

*Mr. CURZON: I had only time to 
read it hurriedly, and I would not like to 
pledge myself as to its contents. The 
allegations, as well as I remember, were 
that there had been actions of the Turkish 
troops unfavourable to the peace and in- 
terests of the Armenians. That impres- 
sion is sustained by the information we 
have received. More than that I should 
not, at present, like to say. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Supplementary Estimate of|statements. The Imperial Commissioner 
£20,000 for certain Colonial Services, | set up relief works and granted money to 
including a Grant in Aid to Newfound-' fishermen. There were stronger cases in 
land and South Africa, this country to be made out for such re- 

| lief, and as one of them he would mention 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE §asked/hisownconstituency. The soil there and 
whether this Vote was not novel in| the mines and minerals belonged to the 
recent experience? It was a Vote Crown; and as the iron-works had 
for the relief of distress in a_ self-| stopped, it would be more natural that the 
governing Colony, fully equipped with ' Crown should start them than start relief 
representative and responsible govern-! works for a self-governing Colony, with 





ment. There had been rare cases where | 
relief had been granted to Crown! 
Colonies, but he remembered no case | 
in which relief had been given to a self- | 
governing Colony of the first class. It) 
was so singular a departure that attention 
ought to be called to it. The Vote was 
prefaced by correspondence, and there 
were three issues of Papers on the subject. | 
The last began with a letter from a Mem- | 
ber of the House in the last Parliament, 
Sir Francis Evans, who wrote to the| 
Colonial Office as Special Commissioner 
of the Government of Newfoundland. 
That hon. Member had previously brought | 
forward in the House a proposal for re- 
lief to be granted to the Colony, and | 
based the claim on the ground of the 
French Treaty and the special legislation | 
imposed on the Colony on that account. 
That Motion was not discussed because 
the hon. Member received certain assur- 
ances from the late Government. This 
precedent ought to be watched most nar- 
rowly, as it was almost impossible to 
justify it. Nothing but the existence of | 
overwhelming necessity, which would 
make common humanity cry out if relief | 
were refused, could justify this grant to 
a self-governing Colony. Of course it | 
was the Vote of the late Government, 
and he regretted that it had to be dis- 
cussed in the absence of any Member of 
that Government. It might be said that 
the Imperial Commissioner sent out to 
administer the relief was a man of great 
experience; but the official correspon- 
dence showed that he had virtually no 
option but to spend the money. He 
himself had always taken a great interest 
in the French Treaty question in New- 
foundland, and he had always sided | 
strongly with the Colony. Naturally, 
therefore, he had received letters from 
the Colony from both sides of politics, a 
fact on which he laid stress, because 
parties were so sharply divided that it) 


passed from time to time. 


was impossible to trust any one-sided | 
| 


which the Government of England had 
only an indirect connection. The Banks 
had failed in Newfoundland, and there had 
been a commercial crisis similar to those 
through which the Australian Colonieshad 
But the con- 
sequent distress was among the better 
classes rather than among the working 
population. He had evidence from a 
Newfoundland source which was purely 
commercial and not political at all. In 
the Investors’ Review there appeared im- 


‘mediately after the worst of the supposed 
' distress, an elaborate article on its extent. 


It was therein pointed out that the 
Fisheries were, on the whole, increasing. 
The cod-fishery was slightly falling off, 
but the lobster fishery and the seal fish- 
ery were increasing, and up to the moment 
of the smash, the revenue was increasing. 


‘There had been considerable fluctuations 


in trade, but in 1893 it was greater than 
in such years as 1884-1887. The Savings 
Bank Deposits had increased rapidly 
right up to the smash, and they were not 
involved in the disaster. The debt of 


‘the Colony was considerable, and that 


pointed to bad government. As to the 


| distress among the poor, it was stated :— 


‘* Some distress had been imminent, but it has 
been warded off by the charitable at home and 
abroad.”’ 


‘The only contribution from abroad had 
come from the taxpayers of this country. 


The writer whom he had quoted con- 
cluded by saying that the seal fishery 
was far above the average, that the lob- 
ster industry was thriving, and that 
there was every reason to suppose it 


‘would be a good year for the cod fishery. 


Mining, lumbering and agriculture were 
not affected by the financial crisis ; and 


‘the settlers on the west coast—60,000 
'in number—did not know that the Banks 


had stopped payment. “ Newfoundland,” 
the writer said, “is in a more ho 
position to-day than ithas been for the last 
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ten years.” This ought to be a warning to 
Governments for the future. It was 
evident that the discretion of Colonial 
Governments or of the Governors of 
Colonies could not be trusted. Any 
Governor would be willing to send an ap- 
plication for Imperial assistance ; and this 
precedent would have the result of subject- 
ing other Governors to pressure to ask for 
ants from home. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. JOSEPH 
CHAMBERLAIN, Birmingham, W.): The 
right honourable Gentleman said, and 
it is the fact, that this is the first 
instance of a grant in aid from the Im- 
perial Exchequer to a_ self-governing 
Colony, and therefore it may be con- 
sidered to establish an important prece- 
dent, if we do not take care to confine 
the conditions under which such a grant 
shall be made. I can only say, under 
these circumstances, that I very much 
regret that no member of the late 
Government is present to-day to de- 
fend the Vote for which the late 
Government is responsible. wimeoage 
They may have a good explanation o: 
the course they have pursued. The 
right hon. Gentleman has stated that 
this most exceptional procedure was 
undertaken on this occasion by a Mem- 
ber of Parliament towards the close of 
the career of the late Government, That 
is so, but I have been unable to find the 
arguments brought by Sir Francis Evans, 
which were found sufficient to induce 
the late Government to give a grant of 
£50,000, of which up to the present 
time £40,000 has been expended. In 
order to give a grant of that kind I 
have totally failed to find the arguments 
which persuaded them. I agree with 
my right hon. Friend that if assistance 
is to be given in the nature of charitable 
and eleemosynary aid by this Govern- 
ment to another Government, or guasi- 
independent Government, atall events, the 
circumstances must be most exceptional 
in their character. I admit, therefore, 
that I cannot find in the papers at the 
present time any evidence to lead me to 
say that the condition of affairs in New- 
foundland was such as to amount to 
such an exceptional state of distress as 
would justify this very exceptional 
interference. I cannot altogether leave 
out of sight how the distress arose. The 
distress arose in this case undoubtedly, 
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as my right hon. Friend said, owing to 
bad administration. We have here a 
colony with representative  institu- 
tions of the freest and most democratic 
character ; and it has led, I must say, to 
some rather extraordinary results. But, 
without going outside the subject at 
present under discussion, there is no 
doubt that with better administration 
the condition of things in the colony 
would have been better than when Sir 
Francis Evans made his demands. But 
even then it is also true that the distress, 
although, no doubt, very considerable 
indeed, would not have been of that 
absolutely exceptional character which 
we anticipate. I find, for instance, that 
the Special Commissioner from the 
Treasury—a man of remarkable ability, 
who has done the very best that could 
be done to secure proper and effective 
distribution of the funds—had no choice 
whatever. He was sent out to spend 
the money, and the only question left to 
his discretion was the best manner of 
administering the fund. He says in his 
Report that when he got to St. John’s 
he found— 


“That, although there were many cases of great 
suffering and deprivation among men and 
women long accustomed to habits of more than 
a sufficiency, the distress among the working 
classes is not greater than that which exists at 
the present time in the large towns in England.”’ 


When he came to the East Coast towns, 
among the fishermen, he reported that— 


“The accounts of this distress had been exag- 
gerated, and it is not as great as had been 
assumed.’’ 


In those circumstances, having no choice, 
he proceeded to consider in what way 
such distress could be best relieved. He 
established certain works of relief in 
St. John’s, and he took very good care, 
although his action was much criticised 
by some gentlemen in the Colony, that 
those who received the relief should 
work for it ; and, moreover, that the relief 
wages offered should not be averaged 
by the extreme rate of wages prevalent 
in the colony, but a lesser sum should 
be paid which should not come into com- 
petition with ordinary labour. In regard 
to the fishermen, the Commissioner 
found that their position resulted from 
the failure of persons from whom they 
have been accustomed to hire their boats 
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and to receive their supplies; and he 
arranged a system under which the hire 
of boats and such appliances as were 
absolutely necessary for the fishing 
should he supplied under guarantee from 
the British Commissioner, and that he 
should have a lien on the products of the 
catch. Under that arrangement some 
considerable proportion of the money 
lent will come back ; but, in spite of 
every care that could be taken, I am 
afraid that there was, as is inseparable 
from any system of relief of this kind, 
a certain amount of imposture; and 
there is no doubt that a considerable 
sum of money belonging to the British 
taxpayers has been spent in the colony. 
I have said enough to show that I think 
the warning of my right hon. Friend is 
very much needed, and the only satis- 
faction I can give him is to say that the 
present Government are not likely to 
give him the occasion for further criti- 
cism in this way. 

*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall), 
contended that there ought to be some 
defenceforthcoming on the part of thelate 
Government for the inclusion of this 
Vote in the Estimates and for its expen- 
diture in the manner indicated. Sup- 
posing the Committee refused to pass 
this Vote—if the late Government had 
remained in power it was probable that 
it would have been refused—in that case 
he wished to know upon whose shoulders 
the burden would fall of making good 
the money which the House of Commons 
refused to pay. The most effective warning 
against creating precedents of this kind 
would be that some portion of the burden 
should fall on the shoulders of those who 
directed the expenditure. As, how- 
ever, Lord Ripon, who was the responsible 
Minister for the appearance of the Vote 
on the Estimates, could not reasonably 
be expected to refund the £50,000, he 
should content himself with moving to 
reduce the Vote by £1,000. The pay- 
ment of this sum would not ruin the 
noble Marquess, but it would be a good 
warning to him in the future that if he 
and his colleagues spent money in this 
way they were bound to reimburse a 
portion of it. 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
I hope my hon. Friend will withdraw 
his motion. The effect of refusing the 
Vote would not be to lay any personal 
liability on the late Government. The 


Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
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probable result would be to complicate 
the arrangements of the public service 
and to cause delay by bringing the Vote 
up again. It should be remembered that 
the money has been spent. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that 
though the Secretary for the Colonies 
admitted this to be an improper Vote he 
yet advised the Committee to pass the 
money. In his judgment the hon. 
Gentleman, in moving a reduction of the 
Vote, had done his duty by calling 
attention to a question of maladminis- 
tration. The fact of the money having 
been spent was no justification for voting 
it. Those gentlemen who undertook the 
responsibility of spending the money 
before it was. passed by the House of 
Commons must take the responsibility 
now if a portion of it were rejected. 
The Ministers who were primarily re- 
sponsible for proposing this Vote were 
not present to defend it, and he could 
not admit that their duty as guardians 
of the public purse was discharged 
merely because one estimable set of right 
hon. Placemen had been replaced by a 
more estimable set of right hon. Place- 
men. [Laughter.| If the hon. Member 
pressed his Amendment to a division he 
should support him. 

Sik J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) scarcely thought that the last two 
speakers were quite serious in what they 
had said. They seemed to forget that 
the present Estimates had been recom- 
mended by her Majesty in the Speech 
from the Throne, and, therefore, that 
the present advisers of the Crown made 
themselves responsible for them, though 
they had not framed them. The Secre- 
tary for the Colonies did not assume 
entire responsibility for this Vote, but 
he had placed it before the Committee 
as a matter touching the honour of this 
country to fulfil its engagement to a 
foreign country, or to one of our 
colonies, by the responsible Ministers of 
the Crown. It therefore became an 
equally honourable engagement on 
the part of the British Parliament. 
The colony of Newfoundland, the oldest 
colony under the Crown, was placed in 
the greatest distress and embarrassment, 
and the late Government considered the 
circumstances justified a grant. The 
money had been spent. Estimates pre- 
pared by the late Government were 
under consideration, and the supporters 
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of the present Government were as much 
bound to help them to pass the Estimates 
as the supporters of the Government that 
prepared them would have been if they 
had been in power. It would not be 
consistent with the dignity of the House 
nor the honour of this country to with. 
draw from the engagement that had been 
entered into. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) said, the object of the House in re- 
fusing to pass this Vote must be either 
to censure the late Government or pre- 
vent a repetition of such expenditure in 
the future. The Government proposed 
to be censured was not in office, and 
there was nothing in our Constitution to 
enable the Committee to censure the 
Opposition. 
to preventing a repetition of such ex- 
penditure, no one who heard the speech 
of the Secretary for the Colonies would 
imagine that any such repetition would 
be within the range of practical politics. 
Nothing would be gained by pressing the 
Amendment. The money had been 
spent, and the responsibility for it could 
not be thrown on the Members of the 
late Government, because, except by a 

3ill of Attainder, this could not be done, 
and he did not think his hon. Friend 
would wish to see a Bill of Attainder 
passed against Lord Ripon. The Vote 
was an obligation of honour to this 
country, and the only persons who would 
suffer by the House refusing to pay the 
money would be the contractors who had 
supplied the goods. The milk had been 
spilt, and all they could do was to lament 
it and take the debate as expressing the 
sense of the Committee that no similar 
policy must be pursued in future. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES urged that 
if the doctrine preached by the Leader 
of the House was accepted there would 
be no security against any Minister 
whatever if, when guilty of any mis- 
feasance or crime, he could be white- 
washed by resignation and freed from all 
blame. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY repeated, that the only mode of 
punishment was a Bill of Attainder. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, that 
was not the only mode of punishment. 
On the highest possible authority, that 
of the Colonial Secretary, they were told 


{30 Aveusr 1895} 


[Laughter.| With regard | 





Supply. 1290 


that this expenditure was unnecessary 
and improper. 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : I 
did not go as far as that ; I said I was 
unable to find sufficient grounds to 
defend it in the absence of the person 
who proposed it. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES submitted 
that, if a Minister with access to all the 
archives of the Department could not 
say a single word in defence of the ex- 
penditure, the Vote ought not to be 
passed. 


*Mr. GEDGE intimated that, after 
what had been said by the Leader of the 
House he would not press his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment negatived. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £20,000 to complete 
the sum required for the construction of 
the Uganda Railway, 


*Sir C. DILKE invited the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs to make a 
statement to the Committee. 


*Mr. CURZON said: Mr. Lowther, 
I think the Committee will agree 
that I am relieved from the neces- 
sity of making any observations on 
the general principle of the Uganda 
Railway. That was decided by the 
vote of the House under the adminis- 
tration of the late Government. It 
was felt that, after you had decided 
to assume the inland protectorate of 
Uganda and the basin of the Victoria 
Lake, it would be absurd to: under- 
take this obligation unless you had a 
railway to the coast. That obligation, 
tardily accepted by the late Government, 
is assumed with readiness by the present 
Government—{ Cheers|—and the action 
they are now taking is an indication to 
the House that they intend to push 
forward this scheme with as much energy 
and force as are at their disposal. The 
Committee will expect from me, there- 
fore, no more than this, that I shall 
make a clear and business-like statement 
—so far as that is in my power—of the 
steps the. Government propose to take 
to carry out the instructions received 
from the House. Most hon. Members 
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present will have received and, I hope, 
read, the Report of the Departmental 
Committee which lately sat at the 
Foreign Office, and has been laid on the 
Table. Upon that Committee sat a 
number of gentlemen, experts of the 
highest authority and influence. It con- 
tained Sir John Kirk, formerly our 
Consul-General at Zanzibar, than whom 
there is no higher authority connected 
with Eastern Africa; Colonel Colvile, 
British Commissioner a short time ago 
at Uganda; Sir Alexander Rendel, Con- 
sulting Engineer to the India Office, and 
Sir Montague Ommanney, Crown Agent 
for the Colonies, who may be taken to 
represent the best expert opinion we 
can secure ; and Sir Percy Anderson, the 
able and accomplished head of the African 
— Department at the Foreign Office. That 
Committee had not merely the advantage 
of the survey for the railway made by 
Major Macdonald and Captain Pringle 
in 1893, but the advantage of three 
independent reports from engineering 
experts of the greatest eminence who 
had been consulted with reference to the 
possibility of a railway by the British 
East Africa Company. I mention this 
to show that it was in no light spirit 
and with no inadequate basis of infor- 
mation that they drew up the Report 
which has been laid before the House. 
Those who have read the Report will 
have noticed that some questions—and 
those not of minor importance—were 
left undecided. The first was as to the 
length of the railway, namely, whether 
the line starting from Mombasa should 
go the whole way to Victoria Nyanza, or 
should stop at Kikuyu—300 miles from 
the coast—and be supplemented by a road 
to the banks of the lake. The Govern- 
ment have decided that the railway is to 
be constructed the whole way from the 
ocean to the lake, a distance of little 
<more than 650 miles. [Cheers.] This 
decision, and the expenses of construc-} 
tion involved, may entail some financial 
sacrifice at the start, but, in their 
opinion, the question had to be decided 
by larger considerations than those 
of economy of construction alone. 
This railway has been commonly and 
justly called the Uganda Railway, and 
the application of that name itself 
suggests the truth as to the principal 
object of the railway, viz., that it is to 
bring down to the coast the resources, not 
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merely of the Uganda Protectorate, but 
of all those countries in the upper 
waters of the Nile and of the Congo, 
both in the British and German spheres 
of influence, which surround at no very 
great distance the Victoria Nyanza, 
resources for which the railway will 
be the natural outlet. There is another 
consideration before the Government— 
if there had been any failure to con- 
struct this line the whole way to the 
lake, if it had been suspended as was 
suggested by some at a point half-way 
between Mombasa and the lake, there 
would have been, not the development 
which we anticipate, buta shrinkage—-for 
which we should have been responsible— 
of the trade which is contemplated in 
this district. There is a third consider- 
ation which may commend itself to the 
patriotism of hon. Gentlemen—namely, 
the probability of German competition. 
Nothing is more certain than that if we 
do not construct a railway to the lake 
the Germans will. [ Hear, hear !”] 
We were the first upon the:scene. Our 
administration and our Government are 
already in active operation there, and it 
would be blameworthy on the part of 
any Government in such circumstances 
by subsequent supineness to throw away 
the advantages which priority of posses- 
sion has secured to us. Therefore the 
decision of the Government is that the 
railway shall be constructed the whole 
distance from Mombasa to the lake. 
[“‘ Hear, hear!”] It will be constructed 
on what is commonly called the telescopic 
principle, the materials necessary for the 
construction of the line as far as possible 
being brought up on the rails already 
laid. As to the probable cost of con- 
struction, the Committee will have 
noticedinthe Reportof the Departmental 
Committee that the original estimate of 
Major Macdonald and Captain Pringle 
twas £2,240,000, or £3,409 a mile, and 
that the Departmental Committee, by a 
reduction of the gauge and weight of 
rail employed, and of the expenses of 
rolling stock and buildings, brought the 
amount down to £1,755,000, or £2,700 
per mile, or, if we allow for the interest 
during the four years expected to be 
spent in construction, to £1,865,000. 
But economy of construction is not the 
only consideration to be borne in mind. 
Efficiency in working and probable 
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sidered, and although, upon the question 
of gauge and of weight of rail, the 
Government have not yet arrived at a 
final decision, yet there are arguments 
in favour of a broader gauge and of 
heavier weight of rail than the minimum 
suggested by the Departmental Com- 
mittee. Even if there should be, in 
consequence of any such possible decision 
in that direction, a larger expenditure 
than the minimum suggested by the 


—Departmental Committee, there would 


still be a saving on the original estimate 
made by the engineers of 1893. [‘* Hear, 
hear!”| The next question relates to 
the working expenses of the line. The 
original estimate was that £67,000 a 
year would be required for the working 
expenses if three trains a week ran each 
way, which estimate the Committee 
reduced to £50,000, or if only one train 
was running each way to £40,000. The 
Committee will naturally ask, and it 
is a most important question, what 
is the probability of revenue? The 
estimate of 1893, which was £60,000 a 
year, was accepted after much investiga- 
tion by the Departmental Committee, 
and it was stated to them by Sir John 
Kirk that a very considerable volume of 
trade might be expected in the future. 
It may be asked from what sources this 
revenue is to be derived. Those sources 
‘are three in number. In the first place, 
there will be the goods traffic due to the 
export of native products and manufac- 
tures, and to the import of European 
goods. In order to meet this expendi- 
ture of £60,000 a year, only 68 tons a 
week, or 3,500 tons a year, will be re- 
quired to be transported on the railway 
at the charge, which is proposed to be 


“Tevied, of £17 a ton. The Committee 


will see, from the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee, that the charge now 
~made is £180 per ton by native porters, 
so that the reduction of charge brought 
about by the construction of the lite will 
be one of no mean order.  [“ Hear, 
hear!”] As a practical illustration, I 
may mention that a steamer will shortly 
be placed on the lake, and that, owing to 
the diticulty of transport, in a region 
where every piece of machinery has to 
be of a certain weight, to enable it to be 
carried on the backs of the native por- 
ters, the cost of the transport of the 
material of the vessel will be £12,000, 
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whereas we calculate that at the charge of 
£17 per ton, that material could be 
transported to the lake at a cost of only 
£1,100, thereby saving half the original 
cost of construction. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 
The question of goods traffic on the 
line is one which must, of course, 
depend very largely upon the develop- 
ment of the country. From conver- 


sations which I have had with Sir— 


John Kirk and with Captain Lugard, 
who know every yard of the country 
through which the line will pass, 
and others, I have reason to believe 
that a considerable future, in the shape 


of agricultural and cereal produce will — 


lie before this district, not only in regard 
to barley and wheat, but also, in future, 
to coffee and cotton, as well as in the 
export of ivory and indiarubber. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] Those on the spot have such a 
belief in the future of the line that they 
have already taken up plots of ground 
on either side of the railway. Of pas- 
senger traffic I will not say too much at 
present, although, if the inhabitants of 
East Africa betray anything like the 
passion for getting into railway trains 
which I have noticed in scores of places in 
Asia, the return from this branch of 
traffic ought not to be inconsiderable. 


[‘‘ Hear, hear!”] There is a third item — 


of revenue. A great economy will be 
effected by means of the railway in the 
carriage of Government stores. At the 
present moment we are paying £37,000 
a year for taking Government stores up 
to the lake, and it is expected, if 
present conditions continue, that in four 
years’ time the total cost of carrying the 
same amount of material will have in- 
creased to £40,000. When the railway 
is completed, the cost will be reduced to 
£6,500, and upon this item alone, there- 
fore, there will be a net saving annually 
of some £33,500. [‘ Hear, hear!”] 
The question may next be asked as to 
the machinery of construction that it is 
proposed to adopt. In the Report of 


the Committee three alternative methods — 
are laid before the House. The first | 


is, that the railway should be con- 
structed by a company or syndicate with 


a Government guarantee. The second is, 2 - 


that the Government should hand over 
the work to firms of contractors, and the 
third is, that the Government itself 
should undertake the work. The reasons 
against the first and second of these 


3D 
























i 





~by means of forced labour. 


1295 Supply. 


alternatives have been stated with inuch 
force in the Report of the Committee. 
There are, in the first place, financial 
objections to them. Companies are in 
the habit of looking to dividends, and 
contractors are in the habit of expecting 
profits, and there seems to the Govern- 
ment to be no clear reason why these 
dividends and profits should not be 
realised by them instead of by the com- 


>. panies or by the contractors in their 
‘\ employ. 
\ 


Experience in India, and, I 
think, in the Colonies, shows that diffi- 
culties are apt to arise in the relations 
between the Government and com- 
panies such as those of which I am 
speaking. There are difficulties arising 
from divided control and from the possi- 
bility of friction, and in the event of 
financial trouble or disaster, we know 
how, in the last resource, appeal is always 
made to the Government, and how the 
Government, after having entered into 
an apparently favourable contract, ulti- 
mately find themselves involved in a very 
considerable outlay. But there are 
stronger grounds even than that, and to 
these the Government attach chief im- 
portance. I speak of the political and 
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fe entirely illusory. [‘* Hear, hear ! "| 
There is little or no fear of hostility from 
the tribes, and only a small body of police 
will be required to secure order. The local 
troubles constantly anticipated by the 
occupants of that Bench (the front Oppo- 
sition Bench)—or rather by those who 
have now deserted it [laughter and oer 
—are not to be apprehended. Peacefu 
relations are, however, less likely to be 
secured if the work is undertaken by a 
company or firm of contractors than if it 
is undertaken by ourselves ; and it is on 
these grounds—material, financial, and 
political—that the Government have 
decided to do the work on their own 
account. We shall know what we are 
spending from stage to stage, and we can 
exercise a closer supervision over the 
work ; we can employ the best engineers ; 
and, above all, we shall be able to succeed 
in maintaining friendly relations with the 
tribes. What may be the particular 
machinery of construction that is adopted 
has not yet been decided ; but there can 
be little doubt that the Government will 
profit largely by the great) experience 
gained in the construction of similar 


railways in India. They hope by the 


social troubles that might possibly arise,¢hiring of Indian coolie labour to start the 


through the construction of the line by a 
company or by contractors, from the 
employment by them of native labour, 
and from our relations with the tribes 
through whose territories the line would 
pass. It is of the highest importance 
that while this railway is being con- 
structed, and afterwards, the best possible 
relations should prevail between the 
staff of engineers and the workmen who 
are engaged on the line and the neigh- 
bouring tribes. 
man the Leader of the Opposition has 
often said that if a railway to Uganda 
were constructed it could only be done 
I believe 
the right hon. Gentleman to be entirely 
wrong in that hypothesis. So far as we 
have reason to anticipate, no forced 
labour will be employed on the line. 


Another thing that the right hon. Gen- 


tleman is equally fond of saying, and in 
regard to which he has betrayed a similar 
ignorance of the subject, is that when 
the line was being constructed, men armed 
with Winchester rifles would have to be 
stationed at every hundred yards in order 
to keep off the attacks of the natives. I 
am informed that these apprehensions 
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The right hon. Gentle, 


works, and by the employment of com- 
petentengineers they also hope to give the 
best guarantees for economy and effici- 
ency in carrying it on. The question as 
to how the money will be raised is, of 
course, not for me. It is a matter for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
will, no doubt, at subsequent dates 
bring it before the House. This pre- 

iminary Vote is for £20,000. It is 
eis for preliminary expenses con- 

ected with the starting of the line. I 
hope I have not unduly troubled the 
Committee with this brief account of the 
views entertained by the Government, 
and the steps they propose to take. This 
scheme is one which we intend to push 
forward with all the energy that lies in 
our power. [Cheers.] The line will not 
be a difficult one to construct. It runs 
over a fairly easy country, and the 
Government look forward with con- 
fidence to its future. They have ino 
desire to stint the line, though some fear 
was entertained that if it had been under- 
taken by the late Government this 
might have been the case. Her Majesty’s 
Government, on the contrary, have every 
desire to construct the line on a large 
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and generous basis. It may be asked 
what use the line will be when we get it. 
I think the experience of other parts may 
supply an answer. Wherever you get 
a protectorate, or colony, or particular 
district, in proportion as your means of 
communication are developed, so in time 
does that country, colony, or district 
become self-supporting. There can be 
very little doubt that this will be the 
future of that part of Africa. The rail- 
way will make it self-supporting. There 
is another consideration which will appeal 
to many hon. Members in this House, 
and that is the bearing which the con- 
struction of this railway will have 
upon the question of slavery in East 
Africa. I believe that it will do 
more towards getting rid of slavery 
than any number of Resolutions of 
the House of Commons could possibly 
do. [‘Hear, hear!”] The main sources 
of the slave trade will be struck at 
and, we hope, stanched, and when the 
railway has been in working order fora 
few years slavery, will, we trust, become 
extinct in that part. The advantages that 
this railway will thus have, not merely to 
our traders and servants, but to the 
inhabitants of the country itself, will be 
great. Nothing can be more melancholy 
than the state of petty internecine war- 
fare in which up to recent years those 
parts of Africa have been plunged. This 
railway will carry with it not merely 
civilisation and commerce, -but peace. 
Cheers.| In a few years’ time—I trust 
fore the present Government have left 
the position they now occupy [cheers]— 
we hope that the railway will be in daily 
working order, running through a pacified 
country from the coast up to the lake, 
and I believe that hon. Members, whether 
in the last or the present Parliament, 
who have assisted by their Votes in the 
inception of this undertaking, will always 
look back with pleasure to having had a 
hand in starting and in pressing on a 
scheme which will be fraught with 
advantage to British trade and will also 
bring good government to the natives of 
that part of Africa. poor 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE quite agreed 
that it was a disadvantage to have to 
discuss these Estimates in the absence of 
those who were responsible for them. 
[Ministerial cheers.| The Member for 
Aberdeen (Mr. Bryce), in particular, took 
a strong line in the last Parliament 
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against the construction of this railway. 
As to himself, while he was one of those 
who did not approve of the occupation 
of Uganda, believing as he did that the 
energies and wealth of the nation might 
be more profitably expended on places 
nearer to our sea base, yet he had always 
been of opinion that if we were to hold 
Uganda we should be driven to construct 
and hold this railway. Therefore, the 
opposition to this Vote should rather 
have come from the Leader of the 
Opposition and his colleague the Mem- 
ber for Aberdeen, than from the 
Radical Members below the Gang- 
way. [‘ Hear, hear!”] He, however, 
desired to place certain considerations 
on the other side before the Committee 
in connection with this Vote. He 
said ‘“‘on the other side” because 
some of the suggestions of the Under 
Secretary would, he thought, read, in 
parts,a little like the prospectus of Martin 
Chuzzlewit’s Eden. They had heard 
a good deal about profits and dividends 
in connection with making this line, 
which, however necessary it might be, 
was not likely to prove a paying com- 
mercial undertaking or to appeal to 
capitalists in its construction. The 
Under-Secretary had alluded to the 
argument used recently in the House by 
the Member for North Lambeth (Mr. 
H. M. Stanley), but a wilder argument 
than that he had never heard in the 
House of Commons. An argument 
more likely to weigh with the Committee 
was that this railway would really have 
the effect of putting down slavery. 
Speaking now on the very highest 
authority, though he had no right to 
mention names, he asserted that there 
was no conceivable connection between 
the subjects. There was no connection 
between plantation slavery and slavery 
in East Africa. 

*Mr. CURZON: I did not speak of 
plantation slavery. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said, that 
the Member for North Lambeth did, and 
he put forward this railway cure. The 
slaves in East Africa did not speak the 
Swahili dialect, but the language of the 
Lakes. The railway might be a perfectly 
defensible operation in itself, but it was 
not defensible from the point of view 
put forward by the Member for North 
Lambeth, that it could have any bearing 
upon slavery in Zanzibar and Pemba. 
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Hon. Members, he thought, had some| *Sir C. DILKE said the ordinary 
vague notions in their minds, pointing | 3ft.6in. line now being made in West Aus- 
in the direction of the view of the Mem- | traliacost £500 amile, or, withoutstations 
ber for North Lambeth, but they had no £400. That was the cost of making a 
notion of the miles of territory which | line ina flat sandy desert. The enormous 
separated the country from the sea._ ascent of 8,000 or 9,000 feet above 
This railway was to be 650 miles long the sea to which the Uganda line would 
—to the Lake. From there to the Bahr rise placed it, however, in a very different 
el Ghazal district was another 800 miles, | category. It was frankly admitted in 
and from there, again, were 1,500 miles | the estimate that there was “ great risk 
of country occupied by the forces of the | of excess” over the estimate which was 
Mahdi between Wady Halfa and Bahr el| made. Experience of railways in Africa 
Ghazal. It had been suggested re-|had not been encouraging; the most 
peatedly that this railway was necessary | recent was that of the Congo Free State, 
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for the purpose of stopping slavery, and 
the Member for North Lambeth said 
that it would prevent slave-raiding in 
the same way as it had been prevented in 
the Congo State, but if it were not out of 
order upon the present occasion, he might 
have had something to say about pre- 
venting slave-raiding in the Congo State. | 
Some said that the Congo State was itself 
the greatest slave-raider. However that 
might be, the supposition that a narrow- 
gauge line in the direction of this 
territory was going to put an end to 











which had ruined the financiers of the 
Congo State and put an end, he believed 
for ever, to the union between 
that State and Belgium which was 
contemplated. What we were really 
trying to do was to divert trade from its 
natural line along the watercourses and 
drive it over the high mountains by a 
straight road. That plan had always 
failed. If no obstacles were considered, 
of course the shortest line of trade would 
“be from Suakim to Berber. He believed 
this country was quite strong enough 




























slave raiding seemed the wildest conceiv-| and rich enough tocarry out almost any 
able idea. The Under-Secretary hadjenterprise; the question was whether 
told them that there was no reason to | the enterprise was worth the expenditure. 
suppose that there would be any trouble | When Lieutenant Cameron, after travers- 
during the construction of the line, and | ing Africa, came back with hundreds of 
ridiculed the ideas of the Leader of the | treaties, he offered them to Mr. Disraeli, 
Opposition as to the amount of protec- including those which conveyed the 
tion which would be required. But those sovereignty of the territory of the Congo 
ideas were backed by the report of the | State, a country far more fertile and 
Survey Commission, in which it was easier of access than Uganda, But Mr. 
distinctly laid down that there must be} Disraeli wisely refused them on the 
a native regiment on the line during its| ground that these enormous tracts in 
construction, and that recommendation | Africa were not the natural sphere of 
had not been overruled in the last report. | this country, and that our trade was on 
In Major Macdonald’s report there were the coast where we could give protection. 
allusions to the dangerous character of It would have been better for us to 
the Masai tribe, and no evidence was|have remained on the coast and left 
forthcoming that this protection could other Powers to develop the interior, 
—be dispensed with. As tothe commercial+but the contrary policy had prevailed. 

details of the line, this 3ft. or 3ft. 6in.| He believed Uganda, the unhealthiness 

line would be a mere toy or mineral line, of which had already deprived us of so 

such as was being constructed for many valuable lives, would never become 

minerals in West Australia. ~the home of British Colonists. Kikuyu, 





*Mr. CURZON said the right hon. | 
Gentleman forgot that there were) 
thousands of miles of railways of this | 
description in India. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, | 
N.E.) said that there were similar lines | 
in New Zealand and South Africa. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 











and the district around it, was not likely 
to pay because it was not near the coast, 
and we should be spending our energy 
and enterprise in vain. He was by no 
means opposed to all extension of our 
‘colonial dominions, but he believed in 
taking each case on its merits, and he 








ee EE eS ee ee SS =, OO 


mT eT la ee 


S507 a6 oS 








1301 


thought it was as foolish to say that 
under all circumstances we should extend 
the dominions of this country as to 
welcome every extension. 

Captain BETHELL (Yorks, E. R., 
Holderness) defended the views of the 
hon. Member for North Lambeth. 
facilities which would exist for extending 
operations beyond Uganda when once 
the railway was made, would, he argued, 
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reduce slave-raiding, just as it had been | 


reduced in Nyassaland. There was 
nothing more certain than that the occupa- 
tion of Nyassaland, and the activity of the 
Congo Free State of recent years, had 
had the effect of driving back the centre 
of gravity of the slave trade. He 
argued that the effect of the Uganda 
Railway would be, in a few years, to 
sweep almost completely those territories 
of slave-raiding expeditions. He quite 
agreed with the general conclusions 
of his hon. Friend. The right hon Gen- 
tleman spoke on the question whether it 
would be necessary to protect this line, 
but he seemed to overlook the fact that 
the survey party were probably only a 
small guard, and if they had no trouble 
whatever, surely it was a fair inference 
that if a small party carried out their 
business without interference, bigger 
operations could also be carried on in 
safety. He only wanted further to ask 
the Under Secretary one question as to 
the making of the railway. He said 
that the Government intended to do the 
work themselves. Did they intend to 
do it themselves in the sense of employ- 
ing their own officers, or did they con- 
template putting out portions of the line 
from time to time to contract? The 
Under Secretary rather left that ques- 
tion open. All he wanted to know was 
whether the Government would do the 
work directly or whether they would 
have the construction of the line done by 
contractors. He was very glad to hear 
his hon. Friend’s able statement with 
regard to this costly work, and further 
that it would be undertaken in no penu- 
rious spirit. He did not think it would 
be wise or desirable to have a very nar- 
row gauge, or that there should be any 
unreasonable economy in the construc- 
tion of the railway. [‘ Hear, hear!” 
*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.) 
said, though they had every respect for 
the names of the gentlemen who wrote 
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the Report, yet he could not help think- 
ing that they-had been too much actuated 
by a desire to reduce the cost of the rail- 
way on paper, so as to make its financial 
success appear certain. He doubted 
whether the rates suggested for wheat 
and coffee could be upheld, for he did 
not think these articles could bear the 
tariff proposed. He thought it was not 
prudent, in the first place, to treat the 
railway as likely to be a commercial 
| success, and if the trade of Uganda was 
| to be developed they would have to con- 
duct the railway on a different basis 
from that stated in the Report. 

*Mr. GEDGE rose to give his thanks 
to his hon. Friend for the lucid state- 
ment which he had laid before the 
Committee. He trusted the railway 
would be made on a gauge of 3ft. 6in. 
It would be an awkward thing if they 
broke the gauge when they reached 
another part of the country. He was 
glad to find that they were to havea 
telegraph to Uganda, for it would do 
much towards opening up the country. 
A question had been asked as to whether 
the Government would employ sub-con- 
tractors or do the work through their 
own officers. If it was the case of a com- 
pany, the money would be obtained on 
much harder terms than if the Govern- 
ment did the work, and thus the cost of 
the railway would be considerably in- 
creased. He agreed that this railway 
would do very much to put a stop to 
slavery. He attached more importance 
to the statements of the hon. Member 
for North Lambeth and of the Bishop and 
missionaries on the spot than to those 
of the right hon. Baronet, although, no 
doubt, he had gone carefully into the 
question. He hoped that the Govern- 
ment, at once, and as quickly as possible, 
would begin the construction of the rail- 
way. [‘ Hear, hear.” 

*Mr. CURZON said, his hon. Friend 
wanted to know whether they were going 
to employ their own officers or to do the 
work by contract. They would employ 
their own officers, with a view to keep- 
ing the work under their own control. A 
portion of the work might be required 
to be given to sub-contractors, but the 
principle on which they would proceed was 
to keep the control in their own hands. 
[“Hear, hear!”] The right hon. Baronet 
seemed to think there would be great 
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difficulty in the construction of the line, 
but the country was not a difficult one, 
and no greater obstacles need be antici- 
pated than Russia had encountered in 
=~laying her Trans -Caspian Railway. 
The cost of that railway was between 
£3,000 and £4,000 a mile, and therefore 
he could see nothing at all discouraging 
in the present estimate. The right hon. 
Gentleman said the Congo State Rail- 
way was a failure and that therefore this 
railway would probably be a failure also. 
But there was no ground of comparison 
between the two. The Congo State 
Railway was a short line running up 
steep gradients in order to overcome the 
difficulties of the rapids of the river. 
How was it possible to institute a com- 
parison between a railway of that sort 
and a main trunk railway 650 miles in 
length? But the right hon. Gentleman 
was wrong in his facts, for he believed 
the Congo State Railway was not a 
failure. The line from the lake to Mom- 
basa would be not merely the shortest, 
but, in the opinion of experts, the natural 
line. The right hon. Baronet had 
referred to the lives already lost ; but it 
was not from any effects of the journey 
from the coast to the lake that either 
Sir Gerald Portal or his brother sacrificed 
their lives. He believed the right hon. 
Baronet to be entirely wrong in his lugu- 
brious prognostications about the effects 
of this region upon health. Sir John Kirk, 
in a paper which he read to the Geo- 
graphical Congress the other day, said 
that, in his experience, the table-land of 
Eastern Africa which the railway would 
traverse was the healthiest part of the 
~ African Continent he had ever visited. 
Dr. CLARK said he did not think 
one of the results of the railway would 
be that the followers of the Mahdi, who 
rose in rebellion against the Egyptians, 
~would go back to their yellow masters. 
Nor was it probable that the Cape rail- 
way would ever be extended to the lake, 
seeing that the Congo Free State and a 
German sphere of influence intervened. 
The estimate for the railway was ridicu- 
lous, and if it was constructed for three 
times the estimated amount we would 
get out of it very cheaply. In making 
the railway we were laying down a gold 
mine for the Masais, who would immedi- 
ately proceed to pick up the rails. Thus 
not only the cost of construction, but the 
cost of maintenance, would be far greater 


Mr. Curzon. 
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than the paltry sum now suggested. 
Again, the rivers in this region came 
down in great force at certain seasons, 
and, as in India, difficulty would be 
found in constructing sufficiently strong 
bridges. He, however, did not mean to 
oppose the railway, because he believed 
it to be the logical outcome of the policy 
of taking possession of Uganda, but he 
predicted that we would be constantly 
engaged in little wars—firstin connection 
with the making and maintenance of the 
line, and afterwards in seeking toadd to 
our territories, 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £5,333,840 to complete 
the sum for the salaries and expenses of 
the Post Office Services. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury) said, they were met with two 
difficulties in approaching the discussion 
of this Vote. The first of these was the 
knowledge that when they brought for- 
ward grievances and suggested. remedies 
they would be met with the reply that, 
as the Ministry had just come into office, 
these matters could not be considered 
now, but must be dealt with at a future 
time. The second difficulty was the fact 
that the Postmaster General was not in 
the House of Commons. He knew the 
feeling of the majority of the members of 
the Government was opposed to that 
arrangement, and it could not long be 
maintained. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN: I must point out, 
as I have previously done, that references 
to the fact that the head of the Depart- 
ment is in another place are out of order 
on the Vote for that particular 
Department. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON re- 
marked that in dealing with the Postal 
and Telegraph Estimates on this occa- 
sion, they found themselves in con- 
siderable difficulties. On the one hand, 
there were in connection with these 
services many evils and abuses crying 
for early redress, and many grievances 
calling for instant remedy. On _ the 
other hand, it was impossible to regard 
the new Postmaster General, or his re- 
presentative in that House, who had been 
in office only a short time, as in any way 
responsible for these evils and grievances. 
It was one of the misfortunes of the 
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present system that the supreme chief 
was liable to be displaced at any moment. 
He had taken great pains with the late 
Postmaster General, and at the moment 
of his conversion he had disappeared. 
His labours were in vain. There was a 
further difficulty, in the fact that the 
Postmaster General was not a Member 
of the House in which the Estimates 
were discussed. It was well known that 
the main reason why the vast region 
called Tibet remained unimproved and 
unexplored was that the chief ruler, the 
Grand Llama, was inaccessible and in- 
visible. Prayers could not move him, 
treaties could not bind him. Well, their 
Grand Llama was inaccessible and in- 
visible. How did they know that, when 
he had convinced their right hon. Friend 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the labour 
would not be thrown away? Of course, 
if the Postmaster General had given him 
carte blanche it was a different matter, 
and in that belief he would submit 
a few facts of a general character 
which might probably occupy his time 
during the Recess. In the first 
place, the Post Office should be 
financed on business principles. At 
present it was the rule to pay out of 
current revenue the cost of sites, build- 
ings and other expenditure, which a 
private firm would capitalise and spread 
over several years. He instanced the 
case of the Liverpool Post Office, which 
cost hundreds of thousands of pounds, 
and was paid out of the current revenue, 
as was also done in the case of the Post 
Office at St. Martin’s-leGrand. In a 
word, the taxpayers of this year were 
paying the whole cost of benefits to be 
enjoyed by future generations ; while 
reforms were refused for alleged lack of 
revenue to spend on starting them. 
Again, the disgraceful purchase money 
originally paid for the telegraphs in this 
country should be no longer charged to 
the Post Office, no more than the 
Crimean War Fund. It was a blunder 
little less than a crime. He next wished 
to call attention to the subsidies paid to 
mail steamers. He was in favour of 
subsidies, but they should not be wholly 
charged to the Post Office. It would 
surprise hon. Members to learn that no 
record was kept of the number of letters 
received from the Colonies and abroad. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to see that this state of things was reme- 
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died. The public ought to be furnished 
with the fullest possible information 
with regard to correspondence sent to 
and received from every part of the 
Empire. The Postmaster General ,.had 
refused statistics on various pretexts, one 
being that the Post Office had no accu- 
rate information. We had _ been 
compelled to get this information from 
foreign countries, and he found that 
while we dealt with 18,000,000 letters 
within England, we only _ received 
10,000,000 from the Colonies. He 
wished now briefly to direct attention to 
a few grievances and a few reforms which 
he thought necessary. The only reason 
why these reforms had not been granted 
was that this country was ruled by offi- 
cialism and the officials had determined 
not togrant them. But he hoped the 
Postmaster General would institute an 
inquiry which would enable him to form 
a judgment upon them. First, there 
was the great question of Imperial Penny 
Postage. He would not dwell on the 
overwhelming argument in its favour, 
but he was sure he had the sympathy 
and support of the House of Commons 
on this question. Its adoption would 
give the greatest satisfaction throughout 
the Empire. He hoped the Postmaster 
General would give the matter full and 
fair consideration. Another reform was 
the establishment of Parcels Post to 
America and to Japan. The absence of 
such a service did not cast any credit on 
the Post Office. He also hoped that the 
present high telegraph rates between 
France and England would be reduced 
to one penny per word. The rate 
throughout England was only a half- 
penny per word, and throughout France 
lessthan a halfpenny per word. Why then 
should telegrams be charged from France 
to England more than a penny per word ? 
He also complained of the fine of four 
times the deficiency on unstamped post- 
cards, and the fine of only double the 
deficiency on newspapers. The question 
of telephone communication was a sub- 
ject which should at once engage the 
attention of the Postmaster General. 
The present monopoly should be taken 
up, and the State should supply telephone 
communication to householders for £3 
per house. He was sure that he had the 
sympathy of every man in the House, 
when he urged the Postmaster General 
to take this matter in hand, and do 
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what the people desired him to do, 
namely, to take over the telephone 
communication of the country into the 
hands of the Government. Another 
reform which might be introduced 
with advantage to the public, was a 
reduction of the present charges for the 
transmission of periodicals. A bulky 
newspaper could be sent to any part of 
the country for a halfpenny, but for 
magazines the full postage rates were 
charged. A small point to which the 
attention of the Postmaster General 
might well be directed, was the frequent 
illegibility of the postmarks upon letters. 
The marks were generally smudged and 
indistinct. In the United States all 
envelopes were clearly marked by the 
Post Office officials, and the hour of 
postage stamped upon them. One of the 
most amusing charges made was that for 
unstamped postcards. A card sent 
through the post without a stamp was 
charged twopence. This practice was 
very mean. Why should the unfortu- 
nate recipient of an unstamped postcard 
be fined four times the amount of the 
deficiency when only double the defi- 
ciency was charged for an unstamped 
letter? In conclusion, he must again 
express his great regret that the head of 
the Postal Department was not in that 
House. When they remembered that 
the employés of the Department num- 
bered 138,000, and that the sums paid 
in salaries by the Department amounted 
to an enormous figure, the Committee, 
he thought, would agree with him that 
it was of the highest importance that the 
Postmaster General should be a gentle- 
man having a seat in that House. 
[*« Hear, hear!” 

*Mr. A. D. PROVAND (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) said, that he was recently 
in Middlesbrough, and that he could 
not find a Directory in the General Post 
Office of that town. He was referred 
by the officials to the Free Library. 
He had had the same experience in 
several other offices, and he believed 
that there were even in London many 
Post Offices without a Directory. He 
hoped that steps would be taken 
to promptly remedy the deficiency 
wherever it occurred. He wished to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman, whether it 
was the intention of the Post Office to 
keep separate accounts in connection 
with the trunk telephone business. 


Mr. Henniker Heaton. 
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An annual return ought to be made 
showing how much the Government had 
spent in acquiring these trunk wires, 
how much they had spent upon them, 
and how much they had earned. That 
would enable the Committee to arrive 
at some conclusion as to the value of 
the recent purchases. In his opinion 
there would be no adequate return for 
the money which had been expended, 
At Stockholm a first-rate double-wire 
service, over an area many times 
larger than the area for which there 
was a service in London, was provided 
for less than £5 per annum, whereas 
the rate charged in London was £20. 
Reference had been made to the charge 
in New York as being very high, and it 
was very high; but what was the 
reason? The telephone monopolists of 
New York had obtained control over 
the service by methods which were 
notorious. For many years  con- 
secutively, a Bill was introduced in 
the New York Legislature on behalf 
of the Telephone Reform Association, 
but through the action of the monopo- 
lists and their friends, the Bill was 
invariably sent to a Committee, and 
never came out of it. Consequently 
the reformers had been unable to 
obtain any reduction of. the enormous 
charges made for the telephone service. 
If the opposing politicians could be 
defeated, the charges would probably go 
down to one-fifth of the present rate. 
The New York charges were kept up by 
an outrageous monopoly. But in this 
country there was also a telephone 
monopoly, and the excessive rates 
charged were maintained by the Post- 
master General, who was the person to 
blame. The patents in telephones had 
all expired, and the trade ought to be 
as free as any other trade. But it was 
not free, because no one could supply 
telephone service until he had received 
a licence from the Post Office, and the 
Post Office refused to grant licences, 
and so the monopoly was maintained, 
and the charge in London remained at 
£20 for a service infinitely worse than 
was obtained at Stockholm and else- 
where for one-fourth of that sum. 
Glasgow had applied in vain for a 
licence, although no reason had ever been 
given in that House why that city 
should not have a licence. The last 
Government, which carried out, in 
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circumstances which would not bear 
examination, the contract that was 
made between the Government and the 
telephone monopolists, appointed a Com- 
mittee to inquire whether they should 
grant licences to municipalities. It was 
scandalous to do anything of the kind. 
Why should not Glasgow, Edinburgh 
and other places have licences if 
they asked for them? Why should 
they not be permittd to supply their 
citizens with telephone communication, 
just as they did tramways, gas, 
water, or anything else which was 
commonly used? There might be many 
reasons for not granting licences to 
private persons, but there could be 
none for not granting them to places 
like Glasgow, because it was ridiculous 
to suggest that a Corporation like 
Glasgow might sell their licences to 
others, although he was aware that 
licences had been bought up at fabulous 
prices in order to maintain their mo- 
nopoly by the monopolist company of 
which the hon. Member who had just 
entered the House (Sir A. Rollit) was 
a director. This refusal on the part of 
the Government to Glasgow, was a dis- 
graceful and shameful business. In re- 
fusing to grant a licence to Glasgow, the 
Postmaster General was, in effect, saying, 
“T shall compel you to pay twice as 
much for a bad service as we know 
you could provide a good service for 
if we granted you a licence.” The 
hon. Member for Canterbury said, the 
Government should buy up the re- 
mainder of the telephone service, but he 
had never yet met the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer who would venture to 
ask the House of Commons for the 
enormous sum of money which such an 
enterprise would involve. He hoped 
that they would keep a separate account 
of the cost of the trunk lines and also 
of their earnings, in order that, when the 
question came up again next year, the 
House might be able to see whether the 
Government had made a good bargain 
in taking them over, or whether they 
had repeated on a smaller scale the 
extravagance of the terms on which 
they acquired the telegraphs. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) complained of the arrangement 
now made for the conduct of Post 
Office business in this House. There 
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Bench who was able to speak with 
authority and competent knowledge on 
the subject. Even since the Session 
commenced there had been a change. 
Originally, the Post Office was spoken 
for in this House by the right hon. 
Gentleman who was Under Secretary 
at the Home Office; but, for reasons 
which had never been explained, the 
performance of those duties was trans- 
ferred to the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Now, any Member who had experience 
of the House of Commons knew very 
well that the Treasury had always been 
regarded as and had discharged the func- 
tions of a watch-dog over the Post 
Office. It had, indeed, been suggested 
that there was a certain advantage in 
this arrangement, because it enabled 
the representative of the Treasury to 
acquire a greater knowledge of Post 
Office business than was usually the 
case. It might with equal accuracy be 
said that, if counsel were instructed at 
once for plaintiff and defendant, they 
would have a larger and more compre- 
hensive knowledge of the case than was 
now usual under the ordinary conduct 
of legal business. The interests of the 
two Departments were, or were sup- 
posed to be, antagonistic, and, therefore, 
the public was inadequately represented 
by a gentleman who at the same time 
represented the Treasury. Passing from 
that, he desired to refer to the case of the 
Committee on the Post Office. At the 
last General Election there was scarcely 
a Conservative candidate in London who 
did not pledge himself to move an 
Amendment to the Address in order to 
secure the appointment of a Royal 
Commission on the Post Office He had 
before him the names of nine gentlemen 
who took that pledge to move or support 
an Amendment to the Address. They 
were the hon. Members for Camberwell, 
Central Hackney, Haggerston, Lime- 
house, South Islington, North St. 
Pancras, Woolwich, St. George’s East, 
and South Stepney. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT, interposing, 
said, the first observation of his hon. 
Friend was, that there were eight 
Conservative Members who pledged them- 
selves to move an Amendment to the 
Address. Afterwards he modified the 
expression into move or support. He 
himself was quite prepared to have done 
the latter. 
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*Mr. PICKERSGILL said, that of 
course they could not all move, and he 
certainly meant to say “move or support.” 
Of the eight or nine gentlemen to whom 
he had referred, the only one present at 
that moment to look after the interests 
of the Post Office servants was the 
Member for South Islington. When the 
question was before the last Parliament, 
the Member for Battersea raised a mat- 
ter with which he cordially sympathised, 
namely, whether this Committee would 
be empowered to consider, amongst 
other questions, the conditions of service 
of the mail car drivers of the Metropolis. 
They had not a definite reply to that 
question, but, so far as he remembered, 
Mr. Arnold Morley gave them a some- 
what sympathetic answer. Since then, 
the case for an inquiry of this kind had 
been materially strengthened by cases in 
which Messrs. Macnamara, one of the 
contracting firms, had been brought into 
court in connection with the treatment 
of their horses and drivers. In one case 
the manager of the carting was sen- 
tenced to a month’s imprisonment for 
cruelty to animals, by overworking a 
horse, and in another case (it was said) 
aman was dismissed because he asked 
for an extra horse to pull a heavy load. 
He desired to ask whether, in the spirit 
Mr. Arnold Morley showed, the present 
representatives of the Post Office would 
be willing to refer the important ques- 
tion of the mail car drivers to the Com- 
mittee that was now sitting? He 
believed this whole question would never 
be put on a satisfactory footing until the 
Post Office dispensed with contracting, 
and did its own carting. The only other 
point he desired to refer to was the 
present unsanitary condition of the 
Money Order Office. This was a dis- 
graceful story. Some years ago, the 
money order business was removed from 
the old building in St. Martin’s-le-Grand 
to the premises formerly used as a 
prison at Mount Pleasant, in Clerken- 
well. When that removal was made a 
pledge was given that it was only for a 
time, and that, when the new buildings 
then contemplated in St. Martin’s-le- 
Grand were erected, the staff of the 
Money Order Office would be brought 
back. No sooner had the staff been 
removed to the old prison, than loud 
complaints of the insanitary condition 
of the office began to be made. The 
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authorities at the Post Oftice adopted the 
usual optimistic attitude, one authority 
saying that the office was an ideal one, 
These complaints on the one hand, and 
the statement as to the ideal character 
of the office on the other, continued for 
some time. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN: If the hon. 
Member is calling attention to the in- 
sanitary condition of the buildings, as I 
understand he is, he will be out of Order 
on this Vote. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL said, that what 
he was complaining of was the conduct 
of the Postmaster General, as the head 
of the Department, in not taking ade- 
quate steps to secure the health of his 
subordinates. After a long contest, a 
Committee of experts, of whom Lord 
Playfair was one, were appointed, and 
they reported that they thought it doubt- 
ful if the place could ever be made fit 
for a Government office. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN: It is quite 
obvious that the complaint of the hon. 
Member has reference to the condition 
of the building, and that cannot arise 
upon this Vote. f 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Upon the 
point of Order, may I infor:n you that 
upon several occasions the late Post- 
master General defended the action of 
the Department, and refused to modify 
it, and, therefore, admitted what I attri- 
buted to him, namely, a grave responsi- 
bility for the health of those serving the 
Department ? 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Would 
the hon. Member be in Order in moving 
a reduction of the salary of the Post- 
master General, in consequence of the 
insanitary condition of the building ? 

*THE CHAIRMAN: I am afraid that 
I must rule that the condition of the 
building, which appears to be the com- 
plaint of the hon. Member, cannot be 
raised upon this Vote ; that belongs to 
Class I. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL observed that 
it had been his intention from the begin- 
ning to move a reduction of the salary 
of the Postmaster General, and he should 
bring himself within the limits of the 
Chairman’s ruling, by complaining that 
the Postmaster General had failed to 
carry out the engagement given by his 
predecessor, that the removal of postal 
servants was only for a time, and that 
when the new buildings in St. Martin’s-le- 
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Grand were erected, they would be sent|any motion for the redress of the 


back there. 


Those new buildings had | | grievances which they undoubtedly had. 


been erected, and yet they were told| | But such a pledge would not apply to 
that these postal servants were not to be | the occasion to which the hon. Member 
sent back. Not only had this question a! referred, because the opportunity was 
most important relation to the health of|not a ‘fit one, and a Departmental 
the postal servants, but it also had a bear-/ Committee was sitting on the subject. 
ing on the convenience of the public. The | He regretted that a Departmental Com- 
public, naturally, went with their money mittee had been appointed instead of, as 
orders to St. Martin’s-le-Grand, and then | he urged, a Royal Commission or a Select 


had to be referred to Mount Pleasant. | Committee ; 


but since it had been 


To such an extent was this the case, that, | appointed it was only fair to giveitachance 
actually, the Post Office had to maintain | of doing justice, and to await its decisions. 


an omnibus for the purpose of conveying 
the public from St. Martin’s-le-Grand to 
Mount Pleasant. On all these grounds 
it seemed right that the Money Order 
Office should be transferred back from 
its present site to St. Martin’s-le-Grand. 
He begged to move a reduction of the 
Vote by £100 in respect of the salary of 
the Postmaster General, upon the ground 
that the Post Office had no representative 
in that House. 


On the return of the Chairman after 
the usual interval, 


*Sirn ALBERT ROLLIT said, that he 
should not have intervened but for the 
personal references to himself which had 
been made in the course of the Debate. 
Upon the particular Amendment he 
would only say that it would be obviously 


convenient that the Postmaster General | 


should be in the House of Commons, 


heads of most of the spending and 
revenue departments. But at the same 
time, a fair trial ought to be given to a 
system by which the Post Office was 
represented in the House of Commons 
by the present Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, whose guardianship of Post Office 


There was one great grievance to which 


he wished to direct attention himself. 


Two of his constituents were dispossessed 
of their offices, and forfeited all their 
deferred pay, simply because they asked 
candidates at the Election of 1892 
whether they would look after their 
interests. The rule against such con- 
duct had since been revoked, and the 
victims of the unjust rule ought, as a 
corollary, to be reinstated. He hoped 
that the Postmaster General would re- 
consider the matter; and he relied on 
the mediation of the Secretary to the 
Treasury, who knew the circumstances. 
As to the Money Order Office, he hoped 
that the Postmaster General would re- 
gard the health of the public servants ; 
and if nothing were done in this matter 
next year, he and others might have to 
take direct action, for while postmasters 
were trying the men were dying. 


| There was a wholesome rule of the 
and the same remark applied to the) 


| panies, 


House that those who were interested 
in public companies should not take 
part in debates affecting those com- 
and but for a reference to 


'himself he should not have referred 


interests would go far to outweigh the) 


disadvantages of the arrangement. 


The hon. Member opposite was wrong | 
in supposing that there were not several | 
House who| 


London Members in the 


would have been prepared to support | 


a@ proper Post Office Employés’ 
Amendment ; and he was mistaken on 


| 


the subject of the alleged pledge to 


move an Amendment to the Address. 
He remembered no such pledge, and 


made to him, though Post 
servants knew that on a proper oppor- 
tunity he should, as in the past, support 


monopoly, 


to the telephone question. None appre- 
ciated more than he the absolute neces- 
sity, both from the commercial and 
social point of view, of making the 
telephone service as effective as possible, 
and no policy which had not that object 
would gain his or, as he believed, his 
colleagues’ approval on the Board of 
the National Telephone Company. The 
hon. Member spoke of the Company 
having a monopoly. As a matter of 
fact it had the chief business, but not a 
because the Postmaster 


General had declared he had reserved his 
no such request or reminder had been | 


Office | 





jadvantage to both and to the public, 


right to grant licences. The association of 
the State with the Telephone Company in 
regard to the trunk wires would beof great 
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and it might be a step towards the 
acquisition of the telephones by the 
State. It was difficult to please the hon. 
Member for Glasgow; he denounced 
monopoly, and when the Company sold 
the trunks to the State and so reduced 
any monopoly, he was still dissatisfied. 
Speaking purely, and not for his 
colleagues, personally he thought there 
were great advantages in the telephone 
and other means of inter-communication 
being possessed and worked by the 
State; and he should not fear such 
acquisition on fair and reasonable terms, 
if proposed to them, which had not been 
the case. But he could not say the same 
in respect of acquisition by the munici- 
palities, as to which the Members for 
Glasgow and Canterbury were at 
variance, one advocating the municipality 
and the other the State. He should 
be the last to limit municipal action. 
He believed that the municipalities 
were to be trusted in every way. 
But the telephone was just one of those 
things in which there would be a 
difficulty to municipal management. 


The very name “telephone” implied 
communication over large areas, and 


the instrument could not well be 
the subject of local limitation. If 
the telephones were entrusted to 
many municipalities there would be a 
number of areas under different manage- 
ment, with probably different systems 
and tariffs, though uniformity was so 
essential; and the result would be a 
decrease of facilities for inter-communi- 
cation between areas, and an increase of 
charges. This question should scarcely 
have been brought under the notice of the 
Committee, for the obvious reason that a 
Select Committee was sitting on the 
matter. Though technically the Com- 
mittee had concluded its labours, yet it 
had reported in favour of its re-appoint- 
ment, and no doubt it would be re- 
appointed to complete the investigation 
which the National Telephone Company 
had courted in the fullest way. Other 
action he thought was premature, 
especially as it was an open secret that 
while the Select Committee favoured 
purchase by the State if by anyone, it 
was as opposed to municipal acquisition. 
As to the charges made against the 
Telephone Company, he was aware that 
there were complaints in connection 
with the telephones ; there always would 


Sur Albert Rollit. 
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be complaints. Many of the public 
seemed to think that that which was 
provided for all, and which had to serve 
all, was the property of anyone at any 
particular moment. Those two things 
were incompatible. But the Telephone 
Company was bound to do, and did, its best 
for the public convenience. <A great mis- 
take was made in comparing London 
with other places. The hon. Gentleman 
spoke of Stockholm ; but, on account of 
the cheapness of labour, the smaller 
area, the different population, and 
the under-sea system, there was 
really no comparison. A better com- 
parison would be New York, where the 
charges were considerably higher than in 
London. There was no centre in the 
world which could be placed in com- 
parison with London, having regard to 
the numberless wires, to the consequent 
inductive effects, and the demand made 
upon them. He believed, moreover, that 
the instruments were the best, and 
better than those used in Stockholm. 
He did not believe that at present, 
under existing circumstances, and having 
regard to the present inductive influences, 
they could have a perfect system without 
a twin-wire system. In London morethan 
three-fourths of the system had been 
placed on that footing, and the other por- 
tion would be completed at an early date. 
All the resources that could be brought 
to bear in the establishment of better 
and newer exchanges, the re-wiring on 
the twin-wire system in the City of 
London and elsewhere, had been done by 
the National Telephone Company under 
great difficulties of high royalties paid to 
the State, the great cost in London of 
way-leaves, and the difficulty of inducing 
private owners to allow facilities for the 
public convenience. Hon. Members 
might rest assured that no efforts which 
could be reasonably devoted to this pur- 
pose would be spared, and the Company 
felt it to be their duty, both to the share- 
holders and to the public, to take care 
that the system was made as efficient as 
possible. He trusted the Select Com- 
mittee would be reappointed, for the 
Company courted a just and impartial 
judgment, and, pending this, he strongly 
deprecated the discussion of the subject 
while it was sub judice. 

*Mr. PROVAND said, that although 
the Postmaster General had reserved the 
right to issue licences, he continued to 














ler 


lat 


nd 


nt, 
ng 
es, 
put 


en 
or- 
te. 
ht 
ter 
on 

of 
by 
ler 
to 


ng 
che 
ers 
ich 
ur- 
ny 
re- 
are 


ym- 
the 
‘ial 
gly 


ect 


igh 
the 
| to 








1317 Supply. {30 Aveu 


refuse licences to the large municipalities 
like Glasgow, and as long as that policy 
was pursued, the monopoly was main- 
tained by the Postmaster General, andthe 
subject would be brought forward until 
they obtained licences to supply telephone 
service in Scotland, where any responsible 
public authority asked for a licence. He 
would give the hon. Member an instance 
as to whether or not licences had been 
bought up at fabulous prices. There 
were only 12 or 13 original licences 
issued by the Postmaster General. One 
of these was issued to two men in the 
Isle of Thanet. That licence was never 
used for the public service; not a wire was 
ever laid under it. The licence was in 
the possession of these men until a few 
years ago ; and while in their hands was 
a piece of waste paper; but it was no 
secret that a gentleman formerly con- 
nected with the Company, and who 
knew how it might be used to attack the 
Company’s monopoly, weut to the Isle 
of Thanet and bought this piece of waste 
paper and sold it to the National Tele- 
phone Company for £20,100, and the 
amount was entered in the published 
accounts of the Company for 1893. That 
was a point which must have come to the 
notice of the hon. Member as a director 
of the Company. The hon. Gentleman 
also spoke of Stockholm and said that 
the area was nothing like so large as the 
area of London. On the contrary, it 
was many times greater than London. 
It was 80 miles across. From the city of 
Stockholm, they had complete telephonic 
communication, by double wires and the 
best instruments, for a radius of 40 
miles around the central office at 
£4 18s. per annum. Then it was said 
that in the case of municipal licences 
there would be different areas. Nothing 
of the kind. The area of Glasgow, for 
example, would be the area which the 
Company supplied now, with the addition 
that the outlying portions of the district 
might join the Glasgow Exchange if 
they chose, for a trifling additional pay- 
ment. The trunk charges would also be 
the same. The Post Office would charge 
Glasgow, Edinburgh or Aberdeen the 
same rate for the use of their trunk 
line as they charged the Telephone 
Company. The hon. Member had spoken 
of the separate management in different 
cities. This would lead to economy and 
improvement. What made the manage- 
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ment of our cities better than formerly 1 
It was the competition between them. 
The price of Company telephonic service 
could never be as cheap as municipal 
service, for the simple reason that the 
Company had to pay on material capital. 
Every Exchange subscriber was charged 
more than £4 per annum to provide a 
sinking fund and pay interest on capital 
that had never gone into the Company 
at all. The Company was paying in- 
terest on millions sterling that had 
never been employed in the business. 
*Mr.J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.)said 
he desired to call attention to the disad- 
vantages under which the town of Cavan 
suffered from defective postal facilities. 
It had a population of 4,000 and two 
terminal railway stations, and yet no 
night mails were despatched by train, but 
they were sent by car a distance of 12 
miles ; so that letters had to be posted as 
early as 5.30 p.m., whereas, if there was 
a mail train, it need not leave till 8.0 or 
9.0, which would be a very great con- 
venience to the residents. Then Cavan 
was the head post office for a number 
of sub-post offices, from which letters had 
to be despatched as early as 2.0 p.m. 
There was not a county in Ireland in 
which the postal arrangements were so 
defective. There were many towns less 
important than Cavan, and in no more 
convenient position, that had their even- 
ing mails despatched at 9.0 or 10.0 
o’clock. Recently the postage of a letter 
to Australia had been reduced from 
6d. to 24d., but it would still be 24d. to 
the United States, which was only one- 
third of the distance that Australia was, 
and this postage pressed with undue 
severity on emigrants from Ireland and 
their friends in Ireland. If the postage 
to America was reduced, there would be 
a great increase in the number of letters. 
The rural postmen in Ireland had to 
walk 16, 18 or 20 miles a day, for 12s. 
a week, and that in all weathers. The 
climate had got fickle lately—| Laughter] 
—and he knew of three cases in which 
rural postmen had developed consump- 
tion as the result of exposure in stormy 
weather. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said, it had been 
erroneously assumed that he was absent. 
He had given a pledge, not that he 
would move an Amendment to the Vote 








on behalf of Post Office servants, but 
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that he would be present and do what 
he could for them. Some years ago he 
presented a petition on behalf of a 
number of postmen, who had gone out 
on strike at the instigation of agitators, 
and he was successful in getting many 
of them replaced. He had never made 
use of the position of postmen as a 
means of obtaining political ends, by 
stating their grievances in the House ; 
but he had many times gone direct to 
the Postmaster General with signal 
success in obtaining what he required. 
He had done this in preference to airing 
their grievances in this House, as the 
hon. Member for South West Bethnal 
Green was fond of doing. He had a 
great objection to bringing before the 
House complaints got up by agitators, 
who had not the cause of the postmen 
at heart. 

Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
N.)asked the Deputy Postmaster General, 
the Secretary to the Treasury, if he 
would consider the decision of his 
predecessor as to the constitution of the 
Departmental Committee which was to 
consider any grievances which might 
be brought forward by Post Office 
employés. It was only just that the 
employés should have at least one repre- 
sentativeon the ParliamentaryCommittee. 
The Postal authorities would be largely 
represented and would be sure to have a 
substantial majority. Speaking generally 
it was a great pity that of the vast sum 
of nearly £5,000,000 a year made by 
the Post Office, a larger proportion 
should not be spent in increased facilities 
for the commercial public and the public 
generally. It was quite inappropriate 
that one of the main Services of the 
country should be regarded as a profit- 
making institution. The Department 
would be able to do full justice not only 
to its employés, but the public, if the 
Post Office was worked for the public, 
and not carried on as a profit-raising 
institution. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
asked if better arrangements could not 
be made for the delivery of the mails at 
Waterford. With regard to the carriage 
of the mails, there was an impression 
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placed at an unfair disadvantage. The 
latter had a right to expect that some 
fair distribution would be made. He 
then complained that third class carriages 
were not provided in the Irish mail trains 
from Euston. He had questioned the 
President of the Board of Trade on the 
subject and had received from him a 
satisfactory answer. The London and 
North Western Railway was enormously 
subsidised to carry the Irish mails, and 
as new contracts for the carriage of the 
mails were about to be made he thought 
that the matter he had referred to might 
be brought under the attention of the 
Company. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN said, that third 
class passenger accommodation on the 
North Western line did not arise on the 
Vote for the Postmaster General. 

Mr. POWER admitted that he had 
beenengaged in “ tight rope dancing;” still 
he hoped what he had said would lead 
the Secretary to the Treasury to consider 
the matter he had referred to. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR expressed his regret 
that the Postmaster Genera! had not a 
seat in the House. [“ Hear, Hear!”| 
He did not find fault with the conduct 


of Post Office business so far by the hon. 


Member for Preston; he had _ every 
reason to be satisfied with the replies he 
had received. He had made many 
promises, and what he (Mr. Weir) looked 
out for now were performances. He 
complained of the inefficiency of the 
Postal and Telegraphic services in the 
Western Islands and Highlands of Scot- 
land, and especially in the island of 
Lewis, which he had visited and had 
heard the complaints on the spot. A 
letter that he had sent on a Friday 
to a place in the Western Highlands, 
not 20 miles distant, was not delivered 
till the following Tuesday. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that a great deal 
had been done in the Highlands in the 
way of increasing the postal facilities of 
that district, but he thought that the 
instance he had given, showed that a 
great deal more ought to be done in that 
direction. Hedid not intend to occupy 
the attention of the Committee for any 
long time, because he knew that hon. 


that the London and North Western Rail-| Members were all anxious to get away, 
way had a monopoly, and that the/ but he felt bound to point out that the 


competing lines, which were almost as 


|Post Office Department would 


not 


good, did not have their fair share of|establish a small post office in the 


the work, and the shareholders were 
Mr. Wootton Isaacson. 


Highlands, without a guarantee of a 
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certain sum per annum being given. 
This was a most unjust requirement on 
the part of the Post Office authorities. 
The Department made several millions 
a year profit out of the post office 
business, and they ought therefore, to 
provide for the carriage of letters 
throughout the whole of the country, and 
should not require the locality to provide 
a guarantee of £20 per annum, before 
they would establish a new post office. 
It was unworthy of a great Department 
like the Post Office to make such a 
requirement. He sincerely hoped that 
he should have an assurance from the 
right hon. Gentleman that better postal 
facilities would be provided in the future. 
He also desired to draw attention to 
another question, that which related to 
the telegraphs in the Highlands. 
During the late General Election he had 
sent a telegram which had been consid- 
erably delayed in delivery, so much so 
that it was utterly useless for the 
purpose for which it was sent. On his 
making a complaint in reference to the 
matter he was asked to sign a paper and 
the sum of one shilling was tendered to 
him in satisfaction of his grievance. He 
did not want the shilling—but what he 
did want was that his telegram should 
have been delivered in a_ reasonable 
time, and not have been delayed for six 
hours. He had up to that moment 
received no explanation as to the cause 
of the delay in the delivery of his 
telegram,and he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to furnish it 
that night, or, at all events, would 
promise to look into the matter. An 
hon. Member had referred to the position 
of the rural postmen in some parts of 
Scotland. Those men travelled for 
miles in districts where there was no 
road. They had to leave home at four 
o'clock in the morning, and to carry a 
lantern to light them on their way. For 
work such as that, these men received 
the magnificent pay of 8s. per week. 
He wished to know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman thought that such an 
amount of remuneration was adequate for 
the hard work these men had to perform. 
*THe SECRETARY ro toe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) 
said, that his hon. Friend the Member 
for Canterbury specially referred to two 
matters—first, that the Government 
were new to Office; and, secondly, he 
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complained that the Post Office was not 
directly represented in the House of 
Commons. The first was the greater 
difficulty of the two. So far he did not 
think his hon. Friend had any cause for 
complaint against the new Postmaster 
General, for not having been ready to 
meet him in every possible way. He him- 
self had been struck with what seemed 
to him the great number of satisfactory 
replies that the Postmaster General had 
been able to give to a good many of his 
hon. Friend’s suggestions. He could 
assure his hon. Friend that every com- 
plaint which he raised reached the 
Postmaster General, and he could assure 
his hon. Friend that, representing as he 
did the Post Office in the House, he 
would be always ready to see that every- 
thing of importance should reach the 
proper source. He was somewhat sur- 
prised to find that, although there was 
this complaint, the Motion now made was 
really a reduction of the salary of 
the present Postmaster General for the 
long neglect of his predecessor. The 
hon. Member for Bethnal Green com- 
plained about the site of the old 
Clerkenwell Prison, which was now used 
as a post office, and said that a pledge 
was given that it should be only used so 
temporarily. That pledge had not been 
redeemed, owing to the vast increase in 
the numbers of the Post Office staff, so 
that this and all other available buildings 
were required for the purposes of the 
staff. The hon. Member also complained 
that no proper steps had been taken to 
put the Clerkenwell Post Office in a more 
sanitary condition, and he was right in 
saying that a Committee, of which Lord 
Playfair was a member, sat and reported 
that the o‘fice was not in a satisfactory 
condition, and made certain recommenda- 
tions thereupon. He was informed that 
£3,000 had been spent, that the main re- 
presentations made by the Committee had 
been carried out, and that Lord Playfair 
had expressed himself satisfied with what 
had been done. The sick rate, he was 
sorry to admit, had been very heavy this 
year, but this had, unfortunately, been 
the case in all departments. Reverting 
to the remarks of the Member for Can- 
terbury, he thought it an advantage both 
to the Treasury and the Post Office 
Department that they should be con- 
nected in regard to the Post Office. It 





should not, he thought, be a battle 
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between them, and the Secretary to the 
Treasury was thus able to acquire a 
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Mr. HENNIKER HEATON said, 
the Colonies desired to have it, but they 


greater knowledge of the working of the had never been invited. 
Post Office than would be the case if} *Mr. HANBURY said, he was told 


the Postmaster General were a Member | that that was not a fact. 


of the House of Commons. _ Being con- 
nected with both Departments, he was 
able to act more judicially in matters 
coming before him in connection with 
the Post Office. As to the complaint 
that the cost of sites was paid out of 
the current revenue, he would point out 
that this expenditure was always going 
on at a tolerably even rate, and was 
always being paid out of revenue, so 
that it came practically to the same 
thing as if it were paid out of the 
Vote. The hon. Member also com- 
plained of the subsidies for mails, and 
no doubt under the present system we 
did pay more highly than if they were 
paid by the ordinary shiprates. But he 
would point out that the present system 
had great advantages. It was, he 
thought, an advantage that our mails 
should be carried by British ships. 
[Cheers.] That was an encouragemen‘ 
to British shipbuilders. [ Renewed cheers. | 

It was also an advantage to have the 
service of mails so completely under our 
own control, and to have the vessels 
starting at certain hours and calling at 
certain ports. The cost of the purchase 
of the telegraphs was rather ancient 
history, but, so far as it went, it 
was an argument against the purchase 
of the branch telephones. With regard 
to the amount of correspondence 
sent to the Colonies and _ abroad, 
in the new Report he would find the 
figures of the Colonial and Foreign 
correspondence so far as the Post Office 
could give them. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON said, 
they were not yet published. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, they were 
given as far as they could be by the Post 
Office. With regard to the question of 
an Imperial Penny Post, blame was not 
to be attached to the Post Office 
officials but to the Colonies themselves, 
who had been a great stumbling block in 
connection with this scheme. What he 
would call the sentimental argument was 
not one to be despised, it was an im- 
portant one; but when the Colonies 
were not willing to have this kind of 
communication with the mother country 
it fell to the ground. 


Secretary to the Treasury. 








Certainly the 
feeling in the Australian Colonies was 
by no means in favour of the scheme, 
but whether that was so or not, there 
was aun agreement with Australia when 
that Colony came into the Postal Union, 
that there should be no alteration in the 
postal rates until a date two or three 
years from the present time. The diffi- 
culty in regard to a parcel post to the 
United States arose from the fact that 
the carriage of parcels was to a great 
extent, in the United States, in the hands 
of large carrying companies, which had 
the monopoly. The Post Office was 
seeing if it was possible to establish such 
a post. Negotiations were in progress in 
regard to a parcel post to Japan, and a 
good deal had been concluded already ; 
it was only owing to the distance we 
were from Japan that something definite 
had not yet been arrived at and an- 
nounced. As to the telephonic com- 
munication in this country, he thought 
it was altogether absurd to apply to that 
system the charges brought against the 
New York Telephone Companies by the 
hon. Member for Glasgow. He could 
not then say whether it was the in- 
tention of the Post Office to keep separate 
accounts of the trunk lines, but he would 
obtain the information. The question 
had been raised of the branch lines being 
in the hands of municipalities, and there 
was every probability that the Committee 
which considered the question last 
Session would be re-appointed next year 
and would Report on the subject. The 
Government, of course, had a perfect 
right to grant licences to other persons, 
but the fact was, the telephone system 
could not be compared with gas or tele- 
graphs. One great necessity in the 
telephone system was that all persons in 
a particular town should be on one cir- 
cuit, and that was really the reason 
why it should be in the hands of one 
company. 

*Mr. PROVAND said, that would be 
the case with a municipal telephone. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that was not 
so; if two companies supplied the same 
town all the persons in that town could 
not be on the circuit unless they had the 
wires of both companies. In regard to 

















ws Cl SOOO" 


- & 


er hPaerReoactedrgdi @ @+ 


thiiad 
ee 


aT T © @ 


PEBPESSGRAS GREATS" BFF aS 


he 


the 











1325 Supply. 


the proposal for cheaper telegrams to 
France, he pointed out that there was 
already a loss on the telegraph service of 
about £400,000, and unless the hon. 
Member could bring statistics to show 
that there would be an increase in the 
number of these telegrams if they were 
made cheaper, so as to diminish the loss, 
he did not think the change should be 


made. Several new American machines 
for postmarking letters were now 
being tried in some of the post 


offices, and, if satisfactory, would, he 
presumed, be adopted. That there were 
no Post Office Directories in the post 
offices was due to the fact that they 
were not official publications. Though, 
no doubt, it would be an _ excellent 
thing for the owners of these directories 
to have them in every post office, 
he did not think the hon. Member had 
produced sufficient argument to show that 
this compilation should be kept in every 
post office. The Member for Bethnal 
Green raised the question of the Inter- 
departmental Committee which was 
sitting under the presidency of Lord 
Tweedmouth, and he complained that 
a Royal Commission was not appointed. 
[Mr. PickersaiLt : “Or a Committee of 
this House.”| He would remind the 
hon. Member that this Committee was 
appointed by the late Postmaster General 
before the present Government came into 
office. Then he asked as to the carters 
of the contractor, Mr. Macnamara, but 
he could not think this was a matter for 
the Committee. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL said, a promise 
was given in the late Parliament that 
this question would be submitted to the 
Committee. The late Postmaster General 
assumed a sympathetic attitude with 
regard to these men. 

*Mr. HANBURY: Yes, his attitude 
was so sympathetic that he did nothing 
in the matter. He (Mr. Hanbury) had 
not sufficient information to give a 
definite answer, but it was a somewhat 
unusual thing for a Departmental 
Committee to deal with the servants 
of contractors all over the country. 
Then complaint was made with regard 
to Mr. Macnamara’s men because one 
of them had been found guilty of ill- 
using a horse. The work of the man was 
in no wayconnected with the Post Office. 
Some local questions had been raised 
by the Members for Cavan, Ross and 
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Waterford, but these could be better 
dealt with by a private communication 
being made to the Head of the Depart- 
ment. 

*Mr. FARRELL said the people of 
Cavan had repeatedly made representa- 
tions to the Post Office authorities in 
Dublin. 

Mr. WEIR said, he had repeatedly 
complained with no result. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, anhon. Member 
had referred to the case of two of his 
constituents. He might say that he was 
a member of the Royal Commission, 
and while they agreed that they ought 
to do all they could that was fair they 
were unanimous, Liberals and Conser- 
vatives, that they could not allow a 
large body like this to put political 
pressure on Members of Parliament. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY hoped progress would now be made. 
They had been discussing the matter 
for three or four hours, and under the 
circumstances he thought it would be for 
the convenience of the House ifthey came 
to a conclusion with the Vote. 

Mr.J AMES DALY rose to referto the 
telephone question—when 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY moved “That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; 
Noes, 29.—(Division List, No. 33.) 


Original Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 131; 
Noes, 27.—(Division List, No. 34.) 


On the Vote of £541,823, to complete 
the sum necessary for the Post Office 
Mail Packet Service, 


*Mr. PROVAND drew attention to 
the proposed contract for the continua- 
tion of the Australian Mail Service, and 
complained that the conditions under 
which mail contracts were arranged 
precluded Parliament from exercising 
any effective control over them. At one 
time the Government settled these con- 
tracts themselves, and no notice of them 
was given to the House. Parliament 
then only had to pay, and was never 
consulted as to the terms of the contract. 
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That led to the scandal in connection 
with the Dover Contract, and in 1869 a 
Standing Order was passed which re- 
quired that in all contracts extending 
over a period of years, entered into by 
the Government for the conveyance of 
mails, a condition should be inserted 
that the contract would not be binding 
until it was approved by the House. 
The effect of that Standing Order was 
that the responsibility for all such con- 
tracts was thrown upon that House 
of Commons, but the House had no 
effective opportunity of reviewing them. 
These mail contracts were very elaborate 
documents, and difficult to understand. 
They were “fearfully and wonderfully 
made,” and it was almost impossible for 
that House to criticise these contracts. 
They seldom were brought forward for 
consideration until midnight, and it was 
often as late as one or two in the morn- 
ing before the Orders relating to them 
were reached. Then, as a rule, the consid- 
eration of these contracts was postponed 
until very late in the Session, when 
Members were all anxious, as they 
were now, to get away from London. 
One reason why these contracts should 
be dealt with differently was that the 
Government were really not sometimes 
in a position of independence in making 
them. They had nearly always to pro- 
pitiate some section in the House of 
some party in the country, of which a 
well-known illustration was what hap- 
pened in Liverpool in 1887 when the 
American contracts were pending, and 
when an election was also pending. The 
Government, in short, were not always 
in a position to make the best contracts 
in the public interest. He, therefore, 
thought these contracts, before the House 
accepted them, should be referred to a 
Committee for examination and approval 
—a Committee representing both sides 
of the House, which would be absolutely 
independent. The Committee would 
occupy a position which no Government 
could occupy, and these contracts would 
then be entered into on terms which the 
House might be satisfied would be the 
best terms. Committees had sat on 
questions relating to mail contracts in 
1849, 1851, 1859, 1866, 1868, 1869, and 
1873, but there was only one of these 
Committees which considered the ques- 
tion of mail contracts generally, and that 
was the Committee of 1849. Its Report 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 1326 


embodied some very wise recommenda- 
tions. They recommended that a strict 
and searching inquiry should be made 
into the cost of the’execution of every mail 
contract, the manner in which the service 
had been performed, the profits resulting 
to the company, and also that ample 
notice and full particulars of the terms 
and conditions of the contract should be 
given to the public in order to secure a 
real competition. These were very wise 
provisions, but his belief was they had 
been systematically disregarded during 
the 44 years since that Committee re- 
ported. He had no faith in departmental 
Committees in cases of this kind, 
What they wanted was not a Depart 
mental Committee, but one which would 
consider the whole subject, which would 
inquire how the Department had dealt 
with these questions up to the present 
time, and what considerations they had 
always in view before they settled the 
contracts. Unless such a Committee 
were appointed to consider the tenders 
for the contracts to be asked for im- 
mediately, he believed they should make 
the same mistake they committed when 
the two last contracts were made for the 
mail service. Asa matter of fact, under 
the present system, there was no 
adequate competition whatever, nor, 
indeed, was opportunity given for com- 
petition. On the 21st July, 1877, Lord 
John Manners was then Postmaster 
General, and he said that ample notice 
would be given to intending competitors. 
But the advertisements did not appear 
until the 26th June; 1877, whilst the 
Post Office required the replies from 
competitors by the 25th of the month 
following. The result was that on that 
occasion there could not be any proper 
competition. Again, when the last con- 
tracts were entered into, the same result 
was brought about in another way. 
The Post Office advertised for tenders 
for seven years, and then, without giving 
notice to any competitors except one, 
altered the terms of the contract. As 
the public were kept in the dark as to 
the alteration, there was consequently 
no competition for that mail contract. 
When he was told that there was 4 
Departmental Committee considering 
this question he could not help remarking 
that Mr. Raikes, who was then Post- 
master General, both verbally and by 
letter, expressed his regret that no one, 





Mr. Provand. 
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except one firm, had been given notice of 
the alteration in thecontracts in 1888, and 
that the new conditions of the tenders 
were not advertised. He had no confi- 
dence in a Department that made mis- 
takes of that nature for which regrets 
had afterwards to be expressed. It was 
not a Departmental Committee they 
required, but a Select Committee of that 
House, that would enquire fully into how 
all these contracts had been dealt with, 
and as to the conditions under which the 
new mail contracts, beginning in 1898, 
should be entered into. These new con- 
tracts, which began two years hence, 
might be for as long a period as ten 
years, and as the Australian and Eastern 
contracts cost the country £350,000 per 
annum, it would be seen that the total 
sum involved might run into some 
millions of pounds. When they were 
settling the expenditure of such a large 
sum of money, the people of the country 
were entitled to be satisfied that they 
were getting an adequate service in 
return. The Committee of 1849 decided 
that the first thing to be inquired into 
was the cost to the companies of the 
service, and here, he contended that it 
could not be half what it was years ago. 
The question of the cost and the manner 
in which the service was conducted 
could also be dealt with, and he was sure 
no reasonable objection could be made 
to the appointment of such a Committee 
as he asked for, whilst it was idle to say 
that such a course would in any way 
diminish the responsibility the House 
had now. The practice of appointing 
Committees existed from 1849 for many 
years subsequently, but no Committee 
to examine into any Mail Packet Contract 
question had been appointed for over 
twenty years, while meantime our mari- 
time steam fleet had enormously in- 
increased in extent and efficiency, and its 
conditions and circumstances had been 
revolutionised. In no other way could 
adequate information be placed before 
the House. He believed that about 
half of the whole of the money to be 
paid for mail packet service would be 
paid under contracts which would com- 
mence in 1898. For that reason he 
asked that the Secretary to the Treasury 
would give them some assurance that the 
question would be examined into on this 
occasion. Unless the present Govern- 


ment were going to disregard the public 
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interest in this matter, as former Govern- 
ments had done, the House were entitled 
to some assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman that he would appoint a 
Committee at the earliest possible mo- 
ment, and also that hewould promptly ask 
for tenders for the contracts which would 
begin in 1898, and refer them to the Select 
Committee for examination and report. 
*Mr. HANBURY said, he could not 
be expected on the spur of the moment 
to give any definite promise with regard 
to the appointment of a Committee such 
as was suggested. There was sitting 
now a Departmental Committee, which 
in some respects was even better than a 
Committee of the House, because, of 
course, the contracts in question affected 
not only this country but the Colonies 
also, and on the Committee there were 
gentlemen who were in close communica- 
tion with the Colonies. However, hav- 
ing had the advantage of hearing the 
practical remarks of the hon. Gentleman, 
he could promise to bring the matter 
before the Postal Authorities and see 
whether in the public interest it was pos- 
sible to grant the Committee asked for. 
Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid) said, that 
he and others who had to cross from 
and to Ireland often in the year—oftener 
than some of them liked—had been 
struck by the great delay which took 
place in the transmission of the mail 
bags from the train to the steamer. 
Instead of having men to carry the sacks 
of letters on their backs, why did not 
the Postal Authorities’ arrange to have 
the ordinary machinery in use in some 
places, even in the lower reaches of the 
Danube. To save time was to save 
money. Steamers of the railway com- 
panies provided good speed, and if 
steamers paid attention to the boilers— 
[ Laughter |—Yes, boilers were agreat con- 
sideration. If the improvement he re- 
commended were carried out, a letter 
posted in New York would be delivered 
in London the sooner. He saw on the 
lower Danube one of the new methods 
of sorting letters in use on board train, 
and the mail bags were transferred by 
machinery from the trains to the steamers 
with the greatest expedition. Surely 
that was an improvement they might 
very reasonably hope to obtain in con- 
nection with the transit of letters 
between this Kingdom and the United 
States. 
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Mr. FLYNN said, the point raised 
by his hon. Friend the Member for Mid 
Cork was very important. It was an 
absurd and antiquated system that a 
string of men should be employed carry- 
ing the mail bags between train and 
steamer at Holyhead. If machinery 
were adopted, at least 20 minutes’ valu- 
able time would be saved. 

Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider, 
in reference to the question of contracts, 
whether it would not be judicious to 
amend the Standing Orders in order to 
provide that tenders for contracts stand- 
ing over a series of years should lie on 
the Table of the House for 20 days. 

*Mr. HANBURY said, that was a 
matter of the procedure of the House 
with which his Department was not con- 
cerned. The transference of the mails 
at Holyhead, to which the right hon. 
Member for Mid Cork had referred, was 
entirely under the control of the railway 
company, and the Post Office authori- 
ties, who were not satisfied with the 
system, were only too anxious that an 
improvement should be made. 


Dr. TANNER said, that he was per- 
fectly satisfied with what had fallen from 
the right hon. Gentleman. He knew 
that he would do his best, and hoped that 
he would not be trammelled by the Post- 
master General. For the mail service 
between Southampton and the River 
Plate £8,000 was asked this year, 
against £6,500 last year. What was 
the reason of this increase ? 


Mr. J.C. FLYNN said, it was most 
inconvenient that the Postmaster General 
was not in the House of Commons. The 
item of the transatlantic mails, he sup- 
posed, included something for the service 
from Southampton. From an Imperial 
point of view it was bad policy in any 
way to facilitate the conveyance of the 
mails by vessels under the American 
flag. The United States, in arranging 
for the mails, overlooked the fastest 
steamers sailing vid Queenstown, to give 
the preference to vessels under the Ame- 
rican flag. These vessels received subsidies, 
and in time of war might be used as 
armed cruisers. English vessels sailing 


from Southampton were unfairly handi- 
capped in this way, and the mail service 
suffered. He did not ask the British 
Post Office to retaliate, but he urged 
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that not any advantage should be given 
to the Southampton route. 

*Mr. HANBURY admitted that there 
was a good deal of force in the hon. 
Member’s argument, and he would see 
that it received proper consideration. 
As to the question of the hon, Member 
for Mid Cork, he would give him an 
answer at a later stage. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £1,605,588, to com- 
plete the sum for Post Office Telegraph 
Service, 


*Mr. PROVAND said, that in 1890 
the International Telegraph Conference 
met in Paris and decided to compile 
an Official Vocabulary of telegraph code 
words, the use of which would be com- 
pulsory over the European telegraphic 
system. The code had been compiled by 
the Swiss Telegraphic Bureau at Berne, 
under the sanction of the International 
Telegraph Conference ; it was published 
last year and its use would become com- 
pulsory at the end of 1897. This was a 
question of more importaice to this 
country than to any other on account of 
the extent of our Foreign and Colonial 
trade in which the telegraph was used 
for nearly all transactions. During the 
last 20 years telegraphing had extended 
to all export and import trades. Under 
previous regulations of the Conference 
merchants were allowed to make their 
codes from words, having not more than 
ten letters taken from eight permitted 
languages. Many of these codes con- 
tained from 300,000 to 400,000 words, 
and it was impossible to make adequate 
codes with a smaller number. Their 
preparation represented enormous labour, 
and the cost was from hundreds up to 
one or two thousand pounds. These 
codes were really the machinery by 
which merchants carried on their business 
with foreign countries, and it was of the 
first importance to them that the 
machinery should be of the most suitable 
description. A brief examination of the 
Official Vocabulary showed that the com- 
pilers were without a single qualification 
for their task, and he did not misdescribe 
it when he said it was an elaborate 
blunder from beginning to end, The 
compilers in the preface stated they 
“took care to be entirely independent of 
pre-existing works of the same kind, 
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that was to say, that they deliberately 
disregarded all previous experience, that 
the excellent codes which had been 
published and that merchants had com- 
piled were all to be set aside as things 
of no value, and that in two years’ time 
the merchants were to be compelled to 
use a book which neither in extent nor 
in quality could meet their requirements. 
While merchants required as many as 
400,000 words the Official Vocabulary 
contained only 256,740. Notwithstand- 
ing this, the merchants’ codes in present 
use, which represented so much expendi- 
ture of time and money, would have to be 
destroyed, and they would all be com- 
pelled to try to carry on their businesses 
with the Official Vocabulary, which not 
only contained far too few words, but 
even these were in innumerable instances 
badly selected. The defects were too 
technical to describe to the Committee. 
While the compilers laid down in the pre- 
face unexceptionable rules, they disre- 
garded these very rules on every page. 
The book contained words with identical 
signals, words that had only one signal 
difference, and while the rule was to have 
at least a two letter difference, there 
were many with only one letter differ- 
ence. It also included the names of 
articles, of days, of coins, of numerals, 
and of English and foreign personal 
names, whereas all such words should be 
excluded from a telegraph code. It was 
impossible to exaggerate the worthless- 
ness of the Vocabulary and the serious 
consequence to merchants of being com- 
pelled to use it. Telegraphing was a new 
charge on business. As foreign and 
colonial trade had increased, so had this 
charge. A defective code led to mistakes 
and repetitions which were harrassing to 
business men and also costly. We spent 
several millions a year for telegrams con- 
nected with our foreign and colonial 
commerce. To the United States the 
charge was ls. a word, while to Australia 
and eastern countries the charge rose to 
7s. or 8s. and even more per word. 
Errors, and consequent repetitions would, 
therefore, form a serious charge on 
business, and the use of the Official 
Vocabulary would cause many errors. 
The question had been already before 
the House. On the 15th of March last, 
the late Postmaster General, in reply to 
@ question, said, in effect, that after the 
expiration of 1897, British merchants 
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could not use their present codes, but 
would be compelled to use this worthless 
compilation. Such a reply was unsatis- 
factory, and could not be accepted. A 
recent telegram in The Times said that 
representations from the Chambers of 
Commerce of Manchester and London 
had caused a postponement of the date 
when the code would come into use. The 
Chambers of Commerce on the Continent 
and the United States were waking up 
to the necessity of opposition, and it 
only required the Government to put its 
foot down to stop the perpetration of this 
folly. What merchants wanted was ex- 
pressed in the communication to the late 
Postmaster General from the Glasgow 
Chamber of Commerce, in which they 
asked that ‘‘ the codes we had constructed 
for our own use, and with which we 
were familiar, should be upheld without 
restriction or diminution.” The Official 
Vocabulary being obligatory in Europe, 
affected an enormous number of firms, 
and it might be put in force against 
messages say from this country or from 
the East to any part of the Continent, 
and on messages from the Continent to 
any country out of Europe. No doubt, 
the intention was to make it also obliga- 
tory on messages outside of Europe, and 
indeed, making the useof this Vocabulary 
compulsory in Europe to a large extent 
made it also compulsory outside of 
Europe. The Indian Government was 
evidently of this opinion, as they issued 
a statement in 1893 recommending the use 
of the Vocabulary. No doubt this was 
done before they had become acquainted 
with its worthlessness. British merchants 
already suffered from the blunders of 
the International Telegraph Conference. 
The non-use of geographical words had 
been forced upon us which curtailed by 
50,000 to 100,000 words suitable for 
telegraph codes. The Conference had 
also attempted to reduce the 10-letter 
limit to a 8-letter limit, which, if carried, 
would have prevented the possibility of 
making an adequate code at all. The 
British Telegraph Companies paid slavish 
deference to the Conference decrees. 
This was not the case in the United 
States, where some Companies at least dis- 
regarded such of them as they considered 
were impracticable. There was to be a 
meeting of the International Telegraphic 
Conference next year, at which the 
Official Vocabulary would be discussed. 
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This country ought to be adequately 
represented at the Conference. About 
three-quarters of the oversea commerce 
of the world was carried under our flag. 
Nevertheless, our Government had only 
a solitary representative at the Confer- 
ence, while if we were fairly represented 
we should more than half fill the room. 
It was not unlikely that our control of 
the oversea trade had caused other 
representatives to create restraints on 
our operations, knowing that from these 
we should suffer proportionately to a 
much greater extent than they. He 
made this appeal on behalf of British 
merchants engaged in the foreign and 
colonial trade, and hoped he had said 
enough to show the enormous importance 
of the subject. But on this point, in 
order to satisfy hon. Members uncon- 
nected with commerce, he might mention 
as an illustration, that they would to- 
night or to-morrow vote enormous sums 
for the Army and Navy. The Navy Vote 
would be chiefly justified as necessary 
for the protection of British commerce, 
the importance of which so deeply 
impressed them, and he therefore claimed 
the support of hon. Members in bringing 
forward this question, which so closely 
affected the merchants who carried on 
that commerce on the protection of which 
so many millions were ungrudgingly 
expended. But they did not ask for one 
sixpence of public money, nor for any 
protection, except against the work of 
irresponsible blunderers. He thought 
from the sympathetic expression on the 
right hon. Gentleman’s face, they were to 
be satisfied this time. He should like 
to say what he could to give the right 
hon. Gentleman courage. He had nothing 
to fear by helping them. He was sure 
the right hon. Gentleman was satisfied 
of the justice of this complaint, and that 
he would grant what was asked and put 
the matter permanently at rest. He was 
not bringing this question forward at 
this hour to-night without sufficient 
grounds. He was as anxious as hon. 
and right hon. Members opposite to get 
away for a holiday to Scotland or else- 
where, but he must stop and do his 
business first. [Cheers.] The unsatis- 
factory nature of the reply given by the 
late Postmaster General (Mr. Arnold 
Morley) to the question put to him in 
March last was the reason for his now 
bringing forward the subject. 


Mr. Provand. 
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*Mr. HANBURY said, although the 
speech of the hon. Member dealt with 
highly technical matters, yet he quite 
admitted that he had raised a subject 
hich was a very important one. The 
hon. Member had undoubtedly very 
clearly explained the case, and he had 
brought forward a good many facts in 
support of it. The Post Office were 
largely in sympathy with the views the 
hon. Member had expressed. He could 
assure him that every precaution would 
be taken to see that the interests of the 
country did not suffer. The adoption of 
this Code was a matter which would not 
be definitely decided until next year. A 
Conference would be held in the autumn 
of 1896, when the question of finally 
confirming or rejecting the Code would 
be gone into; and he could assure the 
hon. Gentleman that, during the time 
that would elapse between now and 
then, the Government would give very 
careful consideration to all the argu- 
ments adduced by the hon. (sentleman. 
He could assure the hon. Gentleman 
that the Post Office authorities were 
alive to the effect of the Code; and he 
might rest assured that, being aware, 
as they were, in the first place, of the 
inadequacy of the Code, and, in the 
second place, that it might have the 
effect, to a certain extent, of damaging 
the interests of the country, the fullest 
consideration would be given to the 
arguments adduced against it with such 
cogency by the hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
N.) begged to thank the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, on behalf of the commercial 
community of Manchester, for his assur- 
ances. He could confirm all that had 
been said by his hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Glasgow. There were a great 
number of business houses in Manchester 
whose business was almost built up on 
the telegraphic wires, and it would bea 
grievous calamity if any changes were 
made such as had been referred to by 
his hon. Friend. He was only too 
pleased to receive the assurances of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He was sure the 
present Government owed a good deal 
to Manchester, and he hoped they would 
pay it back by attending to the com- 
mercial interests of Manchester. 
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Dr. TANNER observed that there 
appeared to be an increase in most of 
the items in the Vote, and asked for an 
explanation. In taking this course he 
was merely carrying out the policy 
which the Secretary to the Treasury 
himself pursued when he was in opposi- 
tion. Anexamination of the Estimates 
showed that while the trained men who 
performed the practical work of tele- 
graphy were still far below the maximum, 
the high salaries were paid to the big 
men who did nothing. 


*Mr. HANBURY explained that the 
increase in the items for salaries and 
wages was due to an increase in the 
number of men employed, and an im- 
provement in the scales of pay, and to 
the fact that a large number of workmen 
who were formerly paid under the head 
of “labour” had now been put on the 
establishment staff. These, he thought, 
were very satisfactory reasons for the 
increase of items. He understood that 
the hon. Member’s complaint’ in regard 
to engineers and other officers to be 
that they were not all receiving their 
maximum salary. The explanation of 
this could be understood frum one ex- 
ample. The engineer-in-chief on enter- 
ing office received £1,000 a year, and 
was given annual increments of £50 
until his pay amounted to £1,200. 
The gentleman who was now engineer- 
in-chief had not yet occupied his position 
for four years, and, consequently, had 
not reached the maximum limit of 
pay. The same explanation applied to 
other officers who had not reached the 
maximum, 


Dr. TANNER hardly thought that 
an explanation that applied to one case 
could apply equally to all other cases. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £1,267,100 to com- 
plete the sum for Victualling and 
Clothing for the Navy, 


Mr. C. J. DARLING (Deptford) 
called attention to the condition of the 
men employed in the victualling yard at 
Deptford, more particularly the labourers 
and coopers. The former complained 
that with regard to labour paid for at 
so much per hour, notwithstanding the 


Resolution come to by the House, a less 
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sum was actually paid by the Govern- 
ment to the men upon the establishment 
than the Government compelled con- 
tractors to pay when contractors were 
employed by them to do exactly the 
same work. In regard to pensions they 
complained that when a man had been 
a certain time as a hired man and after- 
wards became an establishment hand, 
the time he passed a3 a hired man was 
not allowed to count towards his 
pension, the consequence being that he 
might be discharged before he put in 
enough establishment time to entitle 
him to a pension. When a man got put 
upon a footing entitling him to a pension, 
from that moment he received a lesser 
wage than he had been receiving up to 
that time, and it was not certain he 
would ever get a pension. Thus, if he 
died before pension was payable, his 
wages had been decreased by 1s. a week ; 
he never received the benefit himself, 
and those whom he left behind got no 
benefit either. The coopers had griev- 
ances in the matter of piece-work and 
payment by the day, which had been 
set forth in petitions addressed to the 
Admiralty. 

Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) said, the various 
points referred to had been brought 
forward in petitions now before the 
Admiralty, upon which no decision had 
been announced by their predecessors 
when the present Government came into 
office. The hon. Member would feel it 
would hardly be reasonable they should 
come to a decision upon these numerous 
and complicated matters in the short 
time they had had to consider them. 
He could promise the hon. Member that 
all the points he had raised should be 
carefully considered and a decision given 
as soon as possible. It had been im- 
possible for the Government to go into 
the petitions in the short time they had 
been in office. 

Mr. H. E. KEARLEY (Devonport) 
observed that it appeared to him they 
could have no adequate discussion of 
any of the important questions that 
had been laid before the late Adminis- 
tration, and that were to come before 
the present Administration, at that hour 
of the night. There were some questions 
that ought certainly to receive adequate 
discussion, such, for instance, as that 
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which concerned general labour subjects, 
and he thought it would be doing a bad 
turn to their constituents to attempt to 
discuss matters of that nature at such 
alate hour. If they were to continue 
the sitting until three o’clock that would 
only give them two hours, and in such 
a brief period it would be impossible for 
them to go into the questions. What 
he would, therefore, suggest was that 
the First Lord of the Admiralty, in| 
whom they had confidence, should give 
them an undertaking that he would, 
early in the autumn, receive a business | 
deputation and go through the questions 
that had been laid before the late Ad- 
ministration in the petitions that had 
been presented to them, and upon which 
they were expecting some sort of reply 
when the Estimates came up for dis- 
cussion. If the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty would consent to receive such a 
deputation, which should be not of a 
formal but of a real business character, 
then he thought they should be acting 
wisely to leave the matter in that way. 
As regarded general naval questions, 
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be fully considered before the Estimates 
were actually prepared. He would talk 
matters over in a businesslike spirit, but 
he could not promise to do more than 
take all the facts into consideration 
after he had exchanged views with hon. 
Members. 

Mr. KEARLEY asked when the 
right hon. Gentleman thought he could 
receive the deputation—in November ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN thought November 
would be a convenient month. 

*Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 


|(Lancashire, Clitheroe) said, that the 


late Board of Admiralty were greatly 
impressed with the inconvenience of 
receiving the Petitions in November, 
a month in which there was a great deal 
of business connected with the Estimates. 
The date had therefore been changed to 
September. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES objected to 
the Admiralty authorities receiving the 
representatives of the dockyards secretly 
in a parlour at the Admiralty Office. 
The dockyard’representatives used their 
influence and their votes, most improperly 


a character that it would be a farce to |S he thought, to obtain further advan- 
attempt to express their views adequately | t@ge for their constituencies, but it 
upon them at that hour. He should be| Would be more proper for them to ask 
glad to hear a reply from the First Lord | for those advantages publicly in the 
to the suggestion he had made. | House rather than go into some room at 

Mr. W. 0. CLOUGH (Portsmouth) | the Admiralty and there exercise pres- 
said, that he, too, would like to receive |Sure on the First Lord. All he could 
an assurance from the First Lord of the | S4Y Was that if the First Lord yielded to 
Admiralty that as the Petitions would be | Such pressure it would lead to a good 





sent in this year earlier than usual, namely, | 
September, instead of October or Novem- | 
ber, hon. Members would not be met | 
with the old statement that though the | 
Petitions had arrived they could not be 
considered, as the Estimates had been 
made up. As a representative of a 
dockyard constituency he desired to 
facilitate the passing of the Estimates, 


deal of trouble in the House. This Vote 
was for 20 millions. It was the most 
important Vote in the Estimates, and, as 
it was impossible to discuss it adequately 


\at such an hour, he asked that it be 


postponed till Monday [ Ministerial cries 
of “ No”), when there would be no other 
business on the Paper. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 


and he thought much good would be|SURY said, he would have preferred to 


done if the right hon. Gentleman would 
receive the deputation suggested. That 
deputation would be composed of men of 
all parties, and its reception might be 
the means of lifting Navy matters once 
and for a!l above Party. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square), said, he 
would gladly receive such a deputation 
as had been suggested, and do soin good 
time, so that the different matters might 





Mr. H. E. Kearley. 


see the four hours that had been spent 
on the Post Office Vote devoted to the 
Navy Estimates. But as neither he nor 
the House were able to control Parlia- 
mentary time, all he could do was to 
make arrangements which would best 
suit the convenience of Members, and ask 
them to aid him to the best of their 
ability in carrying them out. [ Ministerial 
cheers|. The objection to the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn that 
the Navy Estimates should be postponed 
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till Monday was that it would render it 
absolutely inevitable that the House 
should sit longer than it need otherwise. 
[‘ Hear, hear!”] The hon. Member 
complained that all his holidays were 
taken. It was the one hope and ambi- 
tion of the Government to lengthen his 
holidays. [Laughter.| If it were the 
general feeling that these important 
questions could be discussed on Report, 
he saw no objection to that course, 
except that, the Speaker being in the 
Chair, a Member could only speak once 
on each Vote. But at this period of the 
Session, and after the lengthened De- 
bates, that was almost as much as the 
House would desire to hear. [* Hear, 
hear !”] If this suggestion of postponing 
the discussion on important points till 
Report on Monday did not meet the 
views of hon. Members, then he implored 
the House to finish to-night. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thought that 
one speech per Vote per Member was 
quite enough. There were some matters 
connected with the Navy which were 
pressing and could not be postponed. 
But as he could get nothing better from 
the Leader of the House he should be 
prepared to accept the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. FLYNN thought that the course 
suggested would be irregular as well as 
inconvenient. The Irish Members had 
two important points to raise, and they 
would prefer to raise them in Committee. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I understand that the subject 
that my right hon. Friend wants to raise 
ison Vote 12. That is not the Vote of 
the hon. Member # 

Mr. FLYNN : It is the same Vote. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : My hon. Friend is prepared to 
make his statement on that Vote on 
Monday, but we will take the discussion 
on the Irish aspect of that Vote to-night. 

Mr. CLOUGH suggested that they 
should take all the Votes that evening 
except Vote 12, it being understood that 
the few points to be discussed could be 
raised on that Vote. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he was ready to discuss 
Vote 12 that evening in Committee. It 
would be a good plan to hear some 
aspects of the subject to be raised on 
Vote 12 on Report on Monday ; but to 
put off the discussion until Monday 
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would not only interfere with the holiday, 
but would prevent the Appropriation Bill 
being introduced. 

Mr. E. J.C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said, he had important questions to raise 
on Votes 7 and 8, but he was not sure 
whether it was not possible to raise 
every question on Vote 12. 

*Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
said, he understood the Leader of the 
House to propose that they should take 
all the Votes in Committee that evening, 
and that the least controversial parts 
might be discussed now, but if there 
was any large point of a controversial 
character to be raised this could be done 
on the Report stage of Vote 12. He 
thought these proposals might beadopted. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £131,400, for Medical 
Establishments and Services, 


Dr. TANNER urged that, after six 
or seven years’ service afloat, medical 
officers should have the opportunity, on 
full pay, of attending hospitals and in- 
stitutions in order to acquaint themselves 
with the advance of medical science and 
practice. There was growing discontent 
among medical men in the Navy at the 
disadvantageous position in which they 
were placed. The course he recommended 
was adopted in the Imperial Navy of 
Germany and the Republican Navy of 
France ; and it had been supported by 
Mr. Dick, Admiral Commerell, Lord 
Charles Beresford, and the present 
Secretary to the Treasury. The plan 
that was approved years ago should be 
adopted in its entirety. What had been 
done in Paris and Berlin might easily 
be adopted in connection with the Naval 
Service of the country. We copied the 
uniforms and guns of foreign navies, and 
everything else we could. We should 
adopt their common sense. If our sailors 
were not properly treated and kept in 
good health, they would not be able to 
fight and man our ships. For this com- 
pealed to the 


mon-sense reason he ap 


First Lord of the Admiralty to kindly 
consider the case of naval medical 
officers afloat and ashore, and try and 
secure for them all the advantages that 
could reasonably be derived from the 
study of their profession for the benefit 
of the Service. 
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Mr. GOSCHEN said, it was quite 
natural that the hon. Gentleman should 
speak on behalf of the profession with 
which he was connected. He would 
make no definite promise, but he took 
the deepest interest in the health of the 
Navy, and endorsed all the hon. Mem- 
ber had said in regard to its importance. 
He would certainly look into the matter 
to which the hon. Member had called 
attention, and examine the plan which 
he said had already been brought to a 
certain point by some of his predecessors, 
and take the best advice he was able to 
obtain on the subject. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £9,600, to complete the sum 
for Martial Law, &c.—agreed to. 


Vote of £74,400, to complete the sum 
for Educational Services—agreed to. 


Vote of £57,400, to complete the sum 
for Scientific Services—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £195,600, to complete 
the sum for the Royal Naval Reserve, 
Reserve of Retired Officers, Seamen 
Pensioners, and Royal Navy Artillery 
Volunteers, 


Mr.. FLYNN moved to report progress, 
in order that the discussion on the Irish 
Educational Vote might be taken, in ac- 
cordance with the arrangement made last 
night by the First Lord of the Treasury. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said, that 
the Committee were entitled to some 
statement from the right hon. Gentle 
man the Leader of the House as to the 
course he intended to take with regard 
to the Irish Educational Vote. If the 
right hon. Gentleman did not consent 
to take the discussion on Irish Educa- 
tion now, it might not come on for some 
hours. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, that the hon. Member’s 
memory was slightly in error. He had 
said that, if the hon. Gentleman preferred 
that the discussion upon the Vote upon 
Irish Education should be postponed 
until to-day with the view of taking his 
chance of having a more favourable 
opportunity of discussing that Vote that 
night than he had last night, he would 
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take that course. The Debate, however, 
had taken a course that was as much a 
disappointment to him as it was to the 
hon. Gentlemen. He had hoped that 
the Navy Votes would have been dis- 
posed of before that hour, but at all 
events the hon. Member would have 
just as good a chance of discussing the 
Vote on Monday as he would have that 
night. He thought, therefore, that the 
discussion might be postponed until 
Monday. 

Mr. FLYNN said, that they were 
willing that it should pass through with- 
out a word of discussion, in the hope 
that it would be taken at a reasonably 
early hour. The Irish Members were 
not responsible for the discussion on 
another Vote taking so long. 

Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: We will put off the Report till 
Monday. 

Dr. TANNER said, that he appealed 
to the right hon. Gentlemar. the other 
night with regard to some Votes which 
came under discussion. They were put 
off then and came on to-night. They 
were doing their level best to get these 
Estimates through in something like 
decent fashion, and hon. Members should 
not try to burke them. The right hon. 
Gentleman, when in Opposition, not 
long ago objected to important Votes 
being pushed through without discussion, 
and what was sauce for the goose ought 
to be sauce for the gander. In the 
name of common sense, he urged the 
Government to take an extra day. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] Even in connection 
with the Post Office Vote that was 
carried by the Closure just now, he had 
several points which, in the interests of 
his constituents, he wished to put before 
the Government, but it appeared as if 
he and other Irish Members were to be 
denied the opportunity of opening their 
mouths. [Ministerial laughter and 
“ Hear, hear!”| Hon. Members oppo- 
site might laugh, but if the whole of the 
Irish Party were not there then, those 
who remained were entitled to speak on 
behalf of their comrades, and it would 
come to the same thing in the end. 
He had been calling attention to the 
expenditure of the money, and trying to 
explain how it came to pass that one 
man might be called upon to speak more 
frequently than might be the case with 
the normal attendance. 
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*TozE CHAIRMAN said, the hon. 
Member was repeating arguments he had 
already used. 

Dr. TANNER said, he was answering 
the ironical cheers with which he had 
been assailed. He wished also to be 
able to get home at a reasonable hour, 
but he felt that he must support this 
motion to report progress because the 
present state of affairs had been mainly 
brought about by the blundering of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 

Mr. FLYNN said, that in view of the 
undertaking of the right hon. Gentleman 
in regard’ to the Irish Education Vote, 
he would withdraw his Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WEIR called attention to a 
matter affecting his constituents in the 
Island of Lewis. The men on this 
island were perhaps the finest men in 
the Kingdom for the Royal Navy, but 
facilities were not given them for joining 
the Royal Naval Reserve. They had 
been dismissed on the most trivial ex- 
cuses; some had been re-instated, and 
he hoped the First Lord of the Admiralty 
would re-instate them all. He instanced 
the case of a man named McKenzie, 
who was discharged from the Navy and 
shortly afterwards joined the Royal 
Naval Reserve at Stornoway. Why 
should any officer approach a man who 
months previously had been discharged. 
It was a scandalous matter, and he hoped 
there would be a full explanation. 

Mr. W. ALLAN (Gateshead) said, he 
had no desire to occupy the time of the 
House over the Royal Naval Reserve, 
but there was one point to which he 
wished to refer. He had occasion to put 
a question as to the number of Reserve 
Engineers. They knew the number of Re- 
serve Seamen round the coast. He hadthe 
official reply as to the Engineers, and he 
found that, after the mobilisation of the 
grand Fleet, Britain’s pride, they had— 
how many assistant Engineers in re- 
serve !—six. [Zaughter.] Where, in the 
event of war, were the men to man the 
ships down in the engine room? He 
asked the First Lord what he was going 
todo. He wished to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman what he intended to do to 
increase thenumber of Reserve Engineers. 

*Mr. J. McLEOD (Sutherland) said, 
he wished to ask a question with reference 
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to the Naval Reserve Stations in Scot- 
land. In the North of Scotland there 
was no station between Wick and 
Inverness, and consequently some of the 
men had to travel on foot as much as a 
hundred miles to the Training Station. 
The consequence was that not half the 
number of men were trained who would 
be trained if there were a Station half- 
way between those two points. He had 
been in communication with the Ad- 
miralty on the subject, but up to this 
moment he had received no acknowledg- 
ment. He trusted that the First Lord 
would give his attention to this matter. 

Mr. GOSCHEN said, it was hardly to 
be expected that after the few weeks he 
had been in office he should be prepared 
with a plan for dealing with all points 
raised. The Admiralty, however, were 
most anxious to devise some plan for 
increasing the number of Reserve En- 
gineers, and that was one of the matters 
to which immediate attention would be 
given. With regard to the point raised 
by the hon. Member for Ross-shire, of 
course the hon. Gentleman must be aware 
that he had no knowledge of cases of 
that kind. He did not know whether 
the hon. Member wished him to look 
into the case, but if he did, he should be 
willing to do so. Such cases were of 
very rare occurrence, the relations be- 
tween the Officers of the Royal Navy 
and the Naval Reserve men_ being, 
generally speaking, exceedingly good. 

Mr. WEIR: Will the men be re- 
instated ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN said, he could not 
promise that without looking into the 
matter. 

Dr. TANNER cailed attention to an 
item of £500 for fees to Civil Prac- 
titioners in respect of the Medical Exam- 
ination of Naval Reserve men. He con- 
sidered this was a waste of public money. 
He wished to know how it was that the 
same sum was taken every year for this 
purpose, when obviously the number of 
men to be examined must vary. 

Mr. GOSCHEN said, this was really 
an Estimate, and it did not follow that 
the same sum was spent every year. The 
Estimate was based on the average 
number of men examined, and it was 
wonderful how averages held good in 
matters such as this. 

Dr. TANNER said, that explanation 
would not wash, because he was referring 
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not to Estimates but to the actual expen- 
diture of the past two years. 

*Sirr U. KAYSHUTTLEWORTH 
said, the hon. Member was referring 
to the Estimates. If he would look 
at the Appropriation Account he would 
see that the sums spent varied from 
year to year. The fact that the Esti- 
mate remained the same showed that it 
was a good Estimate. With regard to 
the suggestion that Naval Medical Officers 
should perform the duty of examining the 
men for the Naval Reserve he pointed 
out that the men of the Naval Reserve 
were enrolled in various places where there 
was no possibility of their coming under 
the observation of these excellent Medical 
Officers. Therefore the Admiralty had 
adopted the system of having what were 
called Agents, ordinary civilian Prac- 
titioners, who acted for all purposes that 
might be required. 

Dr. TANNER said, that he had 
thought it right to call attention to this 
annual expenditure of £500 in three 
successive years. That exactly the same 
sum should be required each year ap- 
peared to him extremely strange. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £1,710,000, to com- 
plete the sum for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, etc. (Personnel), 


Mr. W. ALLAN said, that it would 
be in the recollection of the Committee 
that some months ago he drew attention 
to the great expenditure incurred in 
fitting two large cruisers, the Powerful 
and Zerrible, with French boilers of the 
Belleville type which had never been 
tested in this country. The officials of 
the Government then repudiated his 
suggestion that they were embarking 
upon a huge experiment affecting the 
character of the ships that were being 
built. He traversed their statements at 
the time, and threw doubt on the value 
of the information that had been ob- 
tained on board the Messageries boats. 
Dr. Tanner. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN : I doubt whether 
the hon. Member is in Order. This 
Vote is for the personnel connected with 
shipbuilding, repairs, and maintenance, 
The hon. Member will observe that the 
Shipbuilding Vote is divided into three 
sections. The first deals with personnel, 
the second with matériel, and the third 
with the contract Vote. I understand 
that the question which the hon. Mem- 
ber wishes to raise relates to the Vote 
for matériel. 

GenERAL LAURIE (Pembroke) called 
attention to the complaints of the dock- 
yard men in regard to classification. 
Promises had been made to them that 
the existing system should be abolished, 
but instead of that, the system was not 
merely being perpetuated, but the 
number of classes into which the work- 
men were divided was increased. This 
was immensely disliked by the men. 

THe SECRETARY 10 tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. W. E. Macartney, 
(Antrim, 8.), in reply to the hon. Mem- 
ber said, his hon. Friend had raised a 
very large question, the present classifi- 
cation system having been in existence 
for many years. In the circumstances, 
he hoped his hon. and gallant Friend 
would think it a sufficient answer to say 
that the question he had raised would 
be considered in conjunction with other 
matters which had been brought forward 
in petitions to the Admiralty. 

*Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
thought the classification about which 
the hon. and gallant Member spoke was 
that introduced by the predecessors of 
the late Admiralty ; it was a classifica- 
tion of six trades, shipwrights and 
others, in which there had never been 
classification before. There was also a 
classification in other trades, such as 
smiths, which had been accepted for 
a very long time indeed. As regarded 
the abolition of shipwrights’ classifica- 
tion by the Board of which he was a 
Member, he pointed out that the vested 
rights of men having certain rates of 
pay at the time of the abolition were 
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saved, but when these men died out all 
the shipwrights would be on an equality. 

GeNERAL LAURIE observed that the 
effect of the abolition was to make 
matters worse. They had six rates of 
wages until the abolition, but now, 
speaking of the shipwrights alone, they 
had seven. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £2,405,000, to com- 
plete the sum for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, etc. (Matériel), 


Mr. W. ALLAN said, that when the 
Navy Estimates were last before the 
Committee, he warned the Admiralty 
against entering on a huge experiment 
with untried boilers, which he then 
stated would never be fit to fulfil the 
conditions required of them. He was 
met by the late Government with a flat 
denial of the statements he advanced, 
and the Member for Hull defended the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty in ordering 
the Belleville boilers for the TJerrible, 
Powerful, and other men-of-war, by say- 
ing that he was having a vessel of his 
own, the Ohio, fitted with that type of 
boiler. The Ohio was accordingly fitted 
with four Belleville boilers, and what 
was the result? Before being fitted 
with these boilers the Ohio used to run 
from Hull to New York in 12 or 13 
days. But after being supplied with 
the four new boilers, which were to 
revolutionise ocean navigation, she took 
over 20 days for the voyage, whilst one 
of the tubes burst and severely scalded 
a fireman named Fagan. The Ohio 
went to New York with four boilers 
and landed there with one, the others 
having become so much out of repair as 
to be practically useless. On the return 
journey, the sailors had to work night 
and day, for something like ten days, at 
the pumps. This was not a Party but 
a national matter. He stood up for a 
noble fleet, a good fleet, for the best 
fleet that could be got for money, but 
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when that vessel came to Hull from 
America she was like a lame duck. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN was sorry to in- 
terrupt the hon. Member again, but as 
far as he was able to gather, the Vote 
which included the cost of these boilers 
had already been taken by the Com- 
mittee. The contract Vote was taken 
on the 29th of April last, and on that 
occasion the hon. Member addressed the 
Committee. He was therefore bound to 
rule that the question of the Belleville 
boilers could not be raised again now. 

Mr. ALLAN, who rose amidst cries 
of “Go on,” and “ Progress,” said he 
was not well acquainted with the pro- 
cedure of the House, and of course must 
abide by the Chairman’s view. He, 
however, looked upon the matter as one 
purely of matériel. If the Admiralty 
did not wish to hear a statement of 
practical engineering facts, he was en- 
tirely in the hands of the Chairman. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN said, it did not 
rest with any particular Department to 
allow any discussion or not. He was 
bound by the rules applicable to the 
Committee. 

Mr. GOSCHEN was sorry the hon. 
Member, who always addressed the 
Committee with such clearness, should 
think the Admiralty did not wish to 
hear discussion. They all wished to 
hear what the hon. Member had to say 
on all occasions on which he was in 
order, and also they wished to answer 
his speeches. He believed that on this 
occasion a good answer could be made to 
the hon. Gentleman but if it was out of 
order, he could not make that answer. 

Dr. TANNER, rising to a point of 
Order said, that when his hon. Friend 
rose the Chairman distinctly told him 
that 

*Toe CHAIRMAN said, he knew 
perfectly well what he told the hon. 
Member. He told the hon. Member 
that the Vote was divided into three 
parts—personnel, matériel, and contract ; 
and it was not until the hon. Gentle- 
man made his point clear, namely, that 
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the Belleville boilers were purchased by 
contract, that he found, on reference to 
the Proceedings of the House, that the 
Vote had already been taken. 

Dr. TANNER: I certainly took your 
words—[ Cries of “ Order !”]. I suppose 
I may be allowed to speak to the Chair- 
man of Committees. I am only giving 
my own rendering. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Mem- 
ber must remember he is not entitled 
to dispute my ruling. 

Dr. TANNER : I am not disputing it. 

*TuoE CHAIRMAN : Or to enter into 
argument with the Chair. If he can 
throw any new light upon this point of 
Order I shall be glad to hear him. 

Dr. TANNER: All I wish to say is, 
I really took your ruling as absolutely 
allowing my hon. Friend to speak on the 
second point in the category which you 
have already announced. 

Mr. DILLON: On the point of 
Order, may I ask whether, as a matter 
of fact, any of these boilers are put in 
except by contract. I take it that if 
any of these boilers are put in by the 
Admiralty and not by contract, it. would 
be competent for the hon. Member to 
discuss the question on this Vote. 

*ToeE CHAIRMAN: If the boilers 
were put in by the Admiralty, I think 
they would come within the purview of 
the Vote, but I am informed they are 
all put in by contract, and I presume 
it must be so, because the discussion was 
aJlowed on the contract Vote. 

Mr. DILLON asked, whether the 
First Lord could inform the Committee 
if it were so. It was perfectly possible 
that some of the boilers might have been 
made by the Admiralty and some by 
contract. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: All these boilers 
were put in by contract. 

Mr. WEIR understood that some of 
these boilers were repaired at New 
York Would not that bring them under 
the head of matériel ?. 

Mr. ALLAN said, he was sorry he 
could not give the Committee the prac- 
The Chairman. 
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tical result of these boilers at sea ; but 
he would take an early opportunity of 
moving the Adjournment of the House 
to have the whole matter investigated. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £1,543,200, for Naval 
Armaments, 


Dr. TANNER said, the time had 
arrived to move to report progress, and 
ask leave to sit again. It was monstrous 
to ask the House to vote millions of 
money at such an hour of the morning, 
when there could be no adequate dis- 
cussion. It would be more wise and 
expedient for everyone of them to go 
home to his bed and to come down at 
12 o'clock to carry out the business of 
the Nation in a fitting and becoming 
way. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, that the hon. Member's 
Motion was clearly against the general 
sense of the House in all quarters. He 
hoped the hon. Member would not press 
his Motion or ask the Committee to 
divide upon it. An arrangement might 
be made for discussing these Votes either. 
at this stage or on Report. 

Dr. TANNER said, that he was 
always ready to meet the right hon. 
Gentleman, as there was always a certain 
amount of reason in what the right hon. 
Gentleman said. But he must offer his 
protest, and he thought the time had 
been reached when progress might 
reasonably be reported. The business 
could perfectly well be done on Saturday 
or Monday. 

Mr. CLOUGH appealed to the “ sweet 
reasonableness” of the hon. Gentleman 
to withdraw his Amendment. Many 
hon, Members had refrained from making 
observations on account of an under- 
standing, almost amounting to a compact, 
between the Leader of the House and 
those specially interested in the Votes. 

Mr. FLYNN also appealed to the 
hon. Member, 
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Dr. TANNER wanted to know how 
far the Committee was to go on. Did 
the Government wish to sit up all night ? 
In a spirit of common Christian charity 
—(Laughter|—he appealed to the First 
Lord of the Treasury if the Committee 
reached Vote 12 to postpone the other 
Votes. There was no intention to 
obstruct the Votes. [“Oh, oh!”] If 
there had been such an intention, more 
¢Members would be present. [ Laughter. | 

*Toe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Mem- 
ber is now repeating his observations 
over and. over again. I must request 
him to discontinue his speech. [Cheers.] 
Dr. TANNER: Thank you. 


Motion negatived. 


Dr. TANNER moved to reduce the 
Vote by £250,000. 


Amendment negatived. 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £497,000, for Works, 
Buildings and Repairs at Home and 
Abroad, 


GeneRAL LAURIE called attention 
to the absence of any provision for the 
completion of the dockyard at Pembroke, 
to which the Members of the late Board 
of Admiralty were committed. 

Mr. AUSTEN. CHAMBERLAIN 
said, the matter would have to be con- 
sidered by the present Board of Ad- 
miralty, who would make such proposals 
as to them seemed necessary. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £126,800, for Miscellaneous 
Effective Services—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £217,200 for the 
Admiralty Offices, 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) asked 
whether the First Lord of the Admiralty 
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would carry out the arrangements made 
by his predecessor to station a training 
ship at Queenstown, On 28th February 
last, Lord Spencer presented a statement 
on the subject, in which he said :— 

“ Recent examination into the recruiting for 

the Navy has pointed to the desirability of 
establishing another training ship. The experi- 
ment of cruising the Northampton round the 
coast of Ireland last year, attracted a certain 
number of Irish boys into the Navy. Following 
the step taken in 1892, in commissioning the 
Caledonia for boys entered from Scotland and 
the North of England, it is contemplated to 
station a boys’ training ship at Queenstown. 
The harbour presents decided advantages for 
the training for boys for the Navy. It has a 
naval station, and, besides having a mild 
climate, is admirably suited for instruction in 
boating and sailing.’’ 
This pronouncement was followed up by 
prompt action on the part of the late 
Board of Admiralty. They placed them- 
selves in communication with the 
Admiral commanding the Irish station 
at Queenstown, Admiral Buckle, who 
communicated with the Cork Harbour 
Commissioners, and arranged with the 
Commissioners as to the berth for the 
mooring of the training ship to be sent 
to Queenstown, The exact site of the 
berth was arranged between the Cork 
Harbour Commissioners and the Board 
of Admiralty, and in addition to that 
terms were agreed upon for the purchase 
of a field for the recreation of the boys. 
He would not go into further details, 
but put his question to the First Lord of 
the Admiralty. 


Mr. GOSCHEN replied that it was 
true that Lord Spencer stated in Feb- 
ruary that it was desirable to station a 
training ship at Queenstown, and he had 
already told the hon. Member that Lord 
Spencer’s decision had not been reversed, 
and arrangements were to be made to 
send a training ship to Queenstown. 
The question was whether the Minotaur 
or another ship should be sent, and he 
supposed it did not matter what ship was 
sent so long as an arrangement was 
made. 


*Sir U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
congratulated his hon. and gallant Friend 
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on having elicited this answer, and only 
hoped that there would be as little delay 
as possible in carrying out the details of 
this matter, to which he knew that the 
late First Lord of the Admiralty 
attached great importance. 

Mr. FLYNN said, that they enter- 
tained no over-sanguine expectations, 
but they asserted that the position taken 
up by the Admiralty was that which 
was called in Ireland “ puttingon the long 
finger,” which meant putting off the 
matter as long as ever they could. That 
was the tenour of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s answer that afternoon. The 
explanatory statement was made in 
February, and he and his friends con- 
sidered that faith had not been kept as 
it ought to have been. It was not a 
matter of to-day or yesterday. Over 90 
per cent. of all the boys from Ireland 
who joined the Royal Navy, and some of 
the best sailors, came from the county of 
Cork, and numbers of them had to travel 
to Devonport to join a training ship. 
He and his friends had pointed out the 
suitability of Cork harbour as a training 
station, and the late First Lord (Earl 
Spencer) had met them in a sympathetic 
spirit, a distinct promise being made 
across the floor of the House. He had 
asked that afternoon whether there 
should not be continuity in a great De- 
partment of the State. When his hon. 
Friend asked the question of the First 
Lord that afternoon, he was met with an 
elaborate answer, and not merely by a 
statement that there had been some 
delay. Their complaint was that a distinct 
promise was made, and if that promise 
had come to fruition, if there had been 
no change of Government, they expected 
in the month of September that the 
training ship should be in Queenstown. 
When this enormous increase for the 
Navy was asked for shipbuilding, 
and the expenditure would be in this 
rich country, that this great Department 
should grudge the comparatively small 
sum of £20,000 for a training ship in a 


rt of Ireland was deplorable. There 
Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth, 
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was no training ship in Ireland, but 
there was one in Scotland, and several 
about the coasts of England. This ship 
would be a very great boon to Cork town, 
It was because of the unsatisfactory 
answer that they had received that they 
had remained until that hour to raise 
the question. It was unfair and unsatis- 
factory to the Irish Members that a 
petty answer of that sort should be 
given by the Government officials. All 
they asked the right hon. Gentleman was 
to see that the promises of the late First 
Lord of the Admiralty were kept in the 
spirit as well as the letter. 


Mr. DILLON rose to support the hon. 
Member. He was not in the least sur- 
prised that he should have been dis- 
appointed at the answer given. It was 
impossible for them to understand why 
it should take nearly a year to transfer a 
training ship from an English port (Port- 
land) to the Queenstown harbour after 
the decision that had been come to. 


Mr. GOSCHEN said, it was not 
merely the transfer of the ship to Cork 
harbour, there were a number of changes 
and repairs to be made. He assured the 
hon. Member that he took the responsi- 
bility upon himself of the answer, and 
that it was not that of the permanent 
officials. 


Mr. DILLON said, as far as they 
could gather, the necessary repairs had 
not been commenced. He thought the 
pressure they were applying would not, 
under the circumstances, be considered 
unreasonable. There had been an im- 
mense increase in the amount spent on 
the Navy and the feeling in Ireland was 
strong when it was discovered that none 
of the money was being spent there. 
They appealed to the late Government, 
with the result that a vessel was sent to 
be repaired at Haulbowline and a pro- 
mise was given that a training vessel 
would be sent to Queenstown. He 
hoped before the Session broke up they 
would have a definite assurance on the 
question. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said, in the Army 
they were willing to take as many 
Irishmen as they wanted, but in the 
Navy the policy had been to exclude 
Irishmen. He did not believe that this 
was a national or racial question. It 
was @ question of religion. On a ship 
they must have chaplains, and they tried 
to arrange so that the Church of Eng- 
land chaplain should work the whole 
thing. By putting pressure on the 
Liberal Government they had induced 
them to say that they would take on 
this training ship in Cork Harbour for 
the advantage of Irish recruits. Of 
course the Tory Government have taken 
the view that all Irishmen were rebels 
and should not be admitted into Her 
Majesty’s Service, and they treated them 
as outlaws. Having succeeded in getting 
this promise from a Liberal Government, 
the first act of the Tory Government, 
which had an Orangeman as its Under 
Secretary, who, of course, detested the 
Catholic religion, was to suggest that 
there should be no training ship in Cork 
Harbour. Of course, if it was to be in 
Belfast Harbour it would be all right. 
If the training ship was to take in 
Orangemen there would not be the 
smallest difficulty. He called the atten- 
tion of the Irish people to the fact that 
the first act of the Tory Ministry, 
which was supposed to be going to 
deal with Works and Expenditure in 
Ireland, was practically to cut out 
Catholic Ireland from the maritime 
jurisdiction and to prevent Irishmen 
from having their fair share in the ex- 
penditure on the Navy and recruiting. 
The Naval Service was regarded in Ire- 
land as a fine Service. A Royal Navy 
man was regarded as a first-class man 
and occupied a special position. After 
three years of struggle, the Irish Mem- 
bers had succeeded in getting from a 
Liberal Government the promise of this 
ship, and then the first act of the 
Orange Government and the Orange| 
Navy Department, because practically 
it amounted to that, having blocked the 
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Nationalists with regard to the land 
question, was to block them with regard 
to the marine question. He accepted 
the statement that it was not the fault 
of the permanent officials, for it was on 
their advice that Lord Spencer acted. 
{Mr. Goscuen shook his head]. Was it 
not? Did Lord Spencer act off his own 
bat? He could not argue with a shake 
of the head. It wobbled. Lord Spencer 
promised the ship on the advice of the 
permanent officials. The first act of the 
Orange Body on getting into power— 
for nobody boasted more of his Orange 
affinities, of his hatred of Popery and 
the priests, than the Under Secretary to 
the Admiralty—was to say that Celtic 
and Catholic Ireland should not have its 
share in the vernilment of the Navy. 
The Government had remitted their 
land policy to next Session, and now they 
were remitting their Naval policy to 
next Session also. [Cries of “Order.”] 
This was very unpleasant. Let the 
right hon. Gentleman say “We will 
give you your training ship,” and he 
would sit down. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I have said so. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: With great 
respect, he has not said so. Let him 
get up and say so now and I will sit 
down. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I am going to give 
the training ship. I said so. Now 
let the hon. Member keep to his word. 
[Cries of “ When.”] 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he was in 
favour of Ireland getting her fair share of 
the Imperial Expenditure and nothing 
more. A date was fixed for the payment 
of Treland’s share of the twenty millions, 
and he asked the Government to say, 
within reasonable limits, on what date 
Ireland was to get this training ship? 
They ought to be told why Lord 
Spencer’s policy was to be interfered 
with, and why this suggestion of delay 
had come from a Conservative Govern- 
ment that was allied with the Orange 
Party. He trusted they might be told 
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that there was no intention of removing 
this ship from Cork Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR wished to know whether 
the First Lord was prepared to supply 
one or more gunboats for the purpose of 
protecting the fishing industry on the 
northern coasts of Scotland. Two years 
ago Lord Spencer placed the Starling at 
the disposal of the Scotch Office for this 
purpose, and last year he detailed the 
Reindeer for similar duty. It was 
essential that the gunboats supplied 
should be speedy and properly equipped, 
for there might at any moment be some 
chasing and fighting to do. Only two 
days ago there had been some sharp 
fighting in the North Sea with a Belgian 
trawler. The gunboat Leader, which 
was on duty on the south coast of Eng- 
land, could steam 18, 19 and 20 knots 
an hour. He also wished to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to send a training 
ship to Stornoway, not for three days 
only as was the case last year, but for 
three months. The youths of the island 
of Lewes made splendid seamen. 

Captain DONELAN asked whether, 
if the Minotaur was not sent to Cork 
harbour, a vessel of the same size and 
class would be sent. 

Mr. GOSCHEN could not give an 
undertaking that a gunboat would be 
sent to Stornoway, but he would 
examine and see what could be done. 
In reference to the question about Cork, 
he did not see that the circumstances 
were precisely the same. [Jronical Irish 
cheers.| Those ironical cheers rather 
led him to think the best thing would 
be not to answer questions at all—{ Loud 
cheers, |—because it seemed only to pro- 
long debate to do so. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that now 
they had a plain confession from the 
right hon. Gentleman, [Jrish cheers.| 
The Irish Party, on the faith of the 
assurances of the Liberal Government, 
voted 20 millions for the Navy. It was 
upon that Vote the strengthening of the 
Navy depended. Sera Had they 
dissented, it would have been impossible 
for them to have strengthened their 
Navy, even in the face of threatening 
foreign politics. And now, when 
Ireland asked for a fair share of the 
expenditure of the Navy, the right 
hon. Gentleman was not able to give 
them any definite promise whatever. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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It was suggested that £20,000 was too 
great an expenditure to lay out on 
fitting a ship up at Queenstown. They 
had voted £1,000,000 for the Army, 
£1,500,000 for Uganda, and various 
other sums, and when the Irish Members 
asked whether the size of this ship 
should be such as to contain the same 
number of men and boys as the Minotaur 
they were refused an answer, the right 
hon. Gentleman taking refuge in the old 
resource of the confidence trick. “Oh,” 
he said, ‘‘ you have no confidence in the 
Government.” He declined to give a 
blank cheque to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. It was the First Lord of the 
Admiralty who was the author and 
patentee of the policy of distrust, who 
ten years ago declined to give a blank 
cheque to Lord Salisbury. Whatever 
might be said of Irishmen, they had 
never turned their backs on their enemies 
when fighting for England, and now 
when they asked for a fair share in the 
fighting ranks of this country, they were 
denied the slightest consideration. He 
would again ask the right. hon. Gentle- 
man, was he willing to give to Queens- 
town harbour a training ship of the 
size of the Minotaur, or the Minotaur 
itself, and, if not, would he explain to 
them what was the reason for the 
change of policy initiated by Lord 
Spencer? They were willing to sit there 
for any length of time in order to get 
for their country a fair share of the 
spending departments. England was 
most anxious to have Irishmen in the 
Army, they were most anxious that 
Irishmen should flock to the Royal 
Standard, and what he and his hon. 
Friends now asked for in regard to the 
Navy was that there should practically 
be a recruiting ground in Queenstown 
harbour, to the extent promised by the 
late Government. 

Dr. TANNER sincerely hoped the 
hon. Member for South Antrim, who 
now, as Financial Secretary, received a 
salary of £2,000, would help his fellow- 
countrymen to do for Irish harbours 
what Irish money might reasonably be 
expected to do. The ship Minotaur he 
knew very well. She and her sister- 
ships belonged to the superannuated class, 
but they might be made use of at the 
present time for the training of young 
seamen. [After some further remarks, 
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which were inaudible, owing to the 
Ministerial cries of “Divide!” the hon. 
Member moved to report progress and 
ask leave to sit again. 

THe FIRST LORD or ture TREA- 
SURY appealed to hon. Members to 
conclude the Debate. He thought they 
must feel that his right hon. Friend, 
the First Lord, had given a pledge as 
direct as it was possible for the head of 
any Department to give under the cir- 
cumstances. The views of hon. Gentle- 
men had been met, and there was, there- 
fore, nothing further to be gained by 
any further extension of the Debate. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said their views 
had not been met. The First Lord 
would not promise the Minotawr for 
Queenstown harbour, nor promise a ship 
of the same kind, nor would he tell them 
when the ship would be sent. If they 
could have any reasonable kind of 
bridge on which to effect a compromise 
they would accept it. The whole in- 
clination of his mind was never to push 
things to extremes. If the First Lord 
would say that either the Minotaur 
itself, or a ship equal to it, would be sent 
to Queenstown within a reasonable time, 
that would satisfy them. He asked that 
a ship carrying the same complement of 
men, and of the same tonnage as the 
Minotaur should be provided and 
equipped within the present year. After 
all, that was only arguing for Lord 
Spencer’s suggestion. Under those cir- 
cumstances, he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would see that the demand 
was a reasonable one. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The hon. Member 
wishes me to give a positive assurance 
that there shall be a ship of exactly the 
same size as the Minotaur. [Mr. T. M. 
Hearty: “Substantially.”]| There are 
only two such ships in the service, and 
they are assigned for other duties. 
Therefore, if I gave the pledge now to 
get out of the difficulty, I should 
afterwards be reproached for a breach of 
faith. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : What has hap- 
pened to the Minotaur that we cannot 
have it? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The Minotaur at 
present has 600 boys on board, and we 
must consider what to do with those 
boys before we can make any absolute 
pledge. What position should I be in if 
I pledged myself to any particular time 4 
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This is a difficulty which has been 
accentuated since the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite gave his pledge. In four 
months our predecessors made no pro- 
gress in their negotiations ; and we are 
now being reproached for not being able 
to hurry it through in a few weeks. I 
cannot promise to give a ship of exactly 
the same character and size as the 
Minotaur, or at any particular date ; but 
I have promised that Cork shall have a 
training-ship suitable for the work which 
it has to do, with the appurtenances 
necessary to it, and a proper establish. 
ment. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the 
right hon. Gentleman had hardly been 
fair to his predecessor. The pledge the 
Irish Members got was that the Minotaur 
would be sent. 

*Sir_ U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
said that he must correct the hon. 
Member. The promise given by Lord 
Spencer was in the statement published 
in the Navy Estimates. It was simply 
a statement of general policy that a 
training ship would be established at 
Queenstown. Afterwards, he himself 
was asked several questions in the 
House of Commons, and he answered 
that it was in contemplation to employ 
the Minotaur for the purpose; but no 
pledge that the Minotaur would be sent 
was given, because it could not be. The 
whole of the details had not been worked 
out. During the following three or 
four months, the inspecting captain of 
the training ships had been looking 
into the matter, and he was seeing 
for example, how the boys on the 
Minotaur could be disposed of, and 
absorbed into other ships, so that 
the Minotaur would be free for Queens- 
town. When the late Government went 
out of office, they had not received the 
Report, and he understood that it ar- 
rived immediately after the change of 
Government. He thought the First Lord 
of the Admiralty had said very nearly 
all that could fairly be asked of him, 
when he referred to the pledge of 
the late Government to send a train- 
ing ship to Queenstown as one recog- 
nised by the present Government. 
The Minotaur was a ship of great 
tonnage. She carried a very consider- 
able amount of armour, this necessarily 
increased her tonnage ; and he should 
strongly recommend the right hon. 
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Gentleman not to pledge himself as to 
tonnage. He promised, however, a ship 
on the same lines as the training ships 
now in the service. The right hon. 
Gentleman might, he hoped, also say 
that he recognised Queenstown to be a 
desirable recruiting ground for the Navy, 
and that there would be the least possible 
delay in carrying out this policy. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked the Com- 
mittee to treat this matter from the 
point of the Irish Members. They had 
substantially a pledge from the late First 
Lord that the Minotaur would be sent 
to Queenstown. [‘ No, no.”|] Then it 
was in contemplation that the Minotaur 
should be sent to Irish waters. The 
Minotaur accommodated 800 boys. Now 
the right hon. Gentleman said that a 
training ship “of some other sort ”— 
that was the curious word—“ might, 
perhaps, be sent.” What were the train- 
ing ships of other sorts? To accommo- 
date 200 or 300 boys as a maximum. 
It could not be denied ; and, therefore, 
the result of the Autumn Session of this 
great Tory Government, with no Bills, 
no concession, no policy for Ireland, was 
to cut down Ireland to a training ship 
of 200 boys. He was aware that the 
recreation ground was not big enough 
for 800 boys, and that this was now the 
argument used by the Government. 
But he asked English Members seriously 
to consider whether they would be con- 
tent if they got a promise from a former 
Government to allow it to be set aside 
in this way? It was deplorable, after 
they had been told that the provision of 
an 800-boy training ship was in con- 
templation, that that offer should be set 
aside and there should be substituted for 
it the promise of a 200-boy training 
ship. That was the fulfilment of the 
pledge of the late Administration. Out 
of the 20 millions that were being voted, 
two millions would be Irish money, and 
it was not a thing to be sneered at. 
Probably the result of these efforts to 
obtain recruiting grounds for the Navy, 
and the expenditure of a proper share of 
the money in Ireland, would be that they 
would be described as obstructives— 
[* Hear, hear!” |—because, in theinterests 
of their country they had stayed up till 
four o’clock in the morning, and were not 


either probably or actually paid for it. 
Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth, 


{COMMONS} 





1364 


Supply. 
Mr. FLYNN said, the First Lord 
had made matters worse, because he had 
given no distinct or definite promise. If 
progress were, reported, the right hon. 
Gentleman would have time to consider 
what he should say more definitely. 

Mr. GOSCHEN said, that to speak 
of his having substituted a 200-boy ship 
for an 800-boy ship was a monstrous 
misconstruction of what he had said. 
[Cheers.| [Mr. Hearty: “ What do you 
offer ?”] It would be monstrous inven- 
tiveness to put the words suggested into 
his mouth. He could not put the case 
more clearly than he had. Queenstown 
should have a training ship of suitable 
size, with all that was required. [Irish 
MemsBers: “What size?’] The Ad- 
miralty would be glad to have Irish 
recruits, and they would give the policy 
of the late Government the same effect 
that they would have given it. If hon. 
Members opposite were not satisfied with 
this assurance they would be satisfied 
with nothing. 

Mr. WEIR complained that the First 
Lord had given no message: of hope to 
the poor fishermen of the Ncrth. 

Captain DONELAN said that, in- 
terpreting the statement.the First Lord 
had made as a declaration that he would 
carry out in a fair and generous spirit 
the promise made by the late Govern- 
ment, he begged to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WEIR moved: “ That the Chair- 
man do report progress, and ask leave to 
sit again.” 

*ToeE CHAIRMAN, being of opinion 
that the Motion was an abuse of the 
Rules of the House, declined to propose 
the Question thereupon to the Com- 
mittee. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Vote of £711,300, to complete the 
sum for Half Pay, Reserved, and 
Retired Pay—agreed to. 


Vote of £907,900, to complete the 
sum for Naval and Marine Pensions, 
Gratuities, and Compassionate Allow- 


ances—agreed to. 
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Vote of £287,300, to complete the sum 
for Civil Pensions and Gratuities— 


agreed to. 


Vote of £10,300, to complete the sum 
for Additional Naval Force for Service 
in Australasian waters—agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported this day. 
Committee to sit again this day. 


SUPPLY [29TH AUGUST.] 
Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Cuass ITT. 


On the Resolution, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £69,883, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1896, for the Expenses 
of the General Prisons Board in Ireland, and 
of the Prisons under their control, and of the 
Registration of Habitual Criminals,’’ 


Dr. TANNER wished to put one or 
two practical points. One was, that 
prisons should be provided with a 
covered exercise ground. He thought 
the shelter ought to be extended. He 
was talking only of the gaols where 
he had been the guest of the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury. Dr. Farrell was one of 
the late members of the Prisons Board 
in Ireland, and was now connected with 
the asylum, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would communicate with 
him on the subject. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall 
be very happy to call the attention of 
the Prisons Board to the hon. Member’s 
point. 

Resolution agreed to. 


On the Resolution, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3,795, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1896, for the maintenance of 
Criminal Lunatics in the Dundrum Criminal 
Lunatic Asylum, Ireland,” 


Dr. TANNER called attention to the 
want of extra attendance in the asylum 
and the bad condition of the buildings. 


Resolution agreed to. 


{30 Avaust 1895} 
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Cuass VII. 
On the Resolution, 


‘« That asum, not exceeding £7,692, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1896, for the Salaries and other 
Expenses of Temporary Commissions and Com- 
mittees, including Special Inquiries,” 


Mr. WEIR urged the claims of the 
crofters. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY asked if the hon. Member was 
in order in discussing this question. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Member 
would not be in order in discussing any- 
thing except the conduct of the Crofters’ 
Commission itself. He would not be in 
order in discussing the state of things 
which gave rise to the Commission. 

Mr. WEIR said, he would appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman to cause some 
inquiry to be made into the condition 
of the crofters. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, the matter was receiving 
the careful attention of the Government. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Other Resolutions in Classes II., III., 
IV., V., and VI. agreed to. 


Resolution (Class IV.) 12— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £528,807, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1896, for the Expenses of 
the Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland ”’ 


—postponed. 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1893-4. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


1. That it appears by the Navy Appropriation 
Account for the year ended the 31st day of March, 
1894, and the statement appended thereto, as 
follows, viz. :— 


(a.) That the gross expenditure for certain 
Navy Services exceeded the estimate of 
such expenditure by a total sum of 
£175,748 14s. 7d., as shown in Column 
No. 1 of the Schedule hereto appended ; 
while the gross expenditure for other 
Navy Services fell short of the estimate 
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of such expenditure by a total sum of 
£145,997 19s. 2d., as shown in Column 
No. 2 of the said appended schedule, so 
that the gross actual expenditure for the 
whole of the Navy Services exceeded the 
gross estimated expenditure by the net 
sum of £29,750 15s. 5d. ; | 


(d.) That the receipts in aid of certain Navy | 
Services fell short of the estimate of such | 
receipts by a total sum of £54,985 Os. 5d., | 
as shown in Column No. 3 of the said | 
appended Schedule ; while the receipts in 
aid of other Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such receipts by a total sum | 

of £18,289 4s. 4d., as shown in Column | 

No. 4 of the said appended Schedule; so 

that the total actual receipts in aid of the 

Grants for Navy Services fell short of | 

the total estimated receipts by the net | 

sum of £36,695 16s. 1d. ; 
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(c.) That the resulting differences between 
the Exchequer Grants for Navy Services 
and the net expenditure are as follows, 
viz. :— &. 8. d. 

Total Surpluses 133,236 1 6 
Total Deficits 199,682 13 0 


2. That the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury have temporarily authorised 
the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Navy Services, 
of the whole of the sums received in excess of 
the estimated Appropriations in Aid, in respect 
of the same Services; and have also temporarily 
authorised the application of the said total sur- 
pluses on certain Grants for Navy Services 
towards meeting the said total deficits on cther 
Grants for Navy Services. 


3. Resolved, That the application of such 























SCHEDULE. 
| Gross Expenditure. | Appropriations in Aid, 
; 2 
| } 
7 Deficiencies | Surpluses 
Excessesof | Surpluses of 
abo pd Navy Services, 1893-94. Actual over | Estimated | of se ee” of Actual i 
Votes. | Estimated | over Actual | bees ar A 
Vote. | | with | with 
| Bx ane Ex vee el | Estimated | Estimated 
eeceicntel pes *| Receipts. ~| Receipts. 
| L. | 2, | 3. 4. 
pre | | | 
| | 8 d.| & 8s. d.! 2s. 4. Sa’ & 
1 .. | Wages, &c., of Officers, Seamen, and | 
Boys, Coast Guard, and Royal | 
Marines - en a bie | 28,124 19 0; 10,362 13 4 
2 Victualling and Clothing for the | | 
ee oS oe hogias +) ahs ia . | 24,165 1 2 A | 16,326 14 1 
3 Medical Establishments and Services | 2,001 17 <i 196 13 2 
4 Martial Law ws os ae: ha 1,196 12 5 pe 164 
5 Educational Services ae | 3,859 1 2) 1,455 8 8 
6 Scientific Services re 359 7 10) 617 7 5 
7 Royal Navy Reserves adh eo 7,007 4 7) | 18 4 2 
8 Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, | | | 
&C.3 | 
Sec. 1 Personnel : | 6,574 2 4| die 7,336 4 5 
Sec. 2 Material ... 66,683 12 7 ~ = 5,902 12 7 
Sec. 3 Contract Work | 2 | 57,404 9 2, 3,601 6 4 
9 Naval Armaments sad ae ee | 48,8383 910+ 9,588 15 10 
10 Works, Buildings, and Repairs at | | | 
Home and Abroad... es 8,150 17 6) vy 3,041 2 2 
11 Miscellaneous Effective Services 29,418 3 4) ant ie 15 6 7 
12 Admiralty Office a a ee ea | 1,937 10 1 et 019 0 
13 | Half-Pay, Reserved and Retired Pay | | 4,217 8, 1,619 7 2 
14 Naval and Marine Pensions, Gra- | 
| tuities, and Compassionate Allow- | 
| ee 17,063 6 3) | 2,938 3 1 
15 ... | Civil Pensions and Gratuities 2,151 3 3] 74 010 
16 ra | Additional Naval Force for Service in | 
Australasian Waters sie a 4216 0 | 10,278 0 0 
Amount written off as irrecoverable 12,490 10 6 | 
} 175,748 14 7/| 145,997 19 2) 54,985 0 5| 18,289 4 4 


~™ 








Net Deficit, £29,750 15 5 Net Deficit, £36,695 16 1 








_ 

Total Deficit is re esi Le £66,446 11 6 
Net sum due from the Naval Defence 

Account, under 52 Vic., c. 8, s. 3 (2) 16,927 2 4 





Net Deficit, as voted by House of 


Commons ... £49,519 9 2 











1369 Supply. 


4. That it appears by the Army Appropria- 
tion Account for the year ended the 31st day of 
March, 1894, and the statement appended there- 


to, after the adjustment of charge of a sum of 


£2,657 6s. 9d., as follows, viz. :— 


(a.) That the gross expenditure for certain 
Army Services exceeded the estimate of 
such expenditure by a total sum of 
£66,768 19s. 9d., as shown in Column 
No. 1 of the Schedule hereto appended ; 
while the gross expenditure for other 
Army Services fell short of the Estimate 
of such expenditure by «a total sum of 
£130,174 17s. 8d. as shown in Column 
No. 2 of the said appended Schedule ; so 
that the gross actual expenditure for the 
whole of the Army Services fell short of 
the gross estimated expenditure by the 
net sum of £63,405 17s. 11d. ; 


(b.) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Army Services fell short of the estimate 
of such receipts by a total sum of 
£45,675 4s. 10d. as shown in Column 
No. 3 of the said appended Schedule ; 
while the receipts in aid of other Army 
Services exceeded the estimate of such 
receipts by a total sum of £46,806 11s. 2d. 
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as shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
appended Schedule; so that the total 
actual receipts in Aid of the Grants for 
Army Services exceeded the total esti- 
mated receipts by the net sum of 
£1,131 6s. 4d. ; 


(c.) That the resulting differences between 
the Exchequer Grants for Army Services 
and the net expenditure are as follows, 
viz. :-— 


£ 8. d. 
Total S . 186,159 1 6 
Total Deficits 71,621 17 3 


5. That the Lords Commissioners of Her Ma 
| jesty’s Treasury have temporarily authorised 
the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Army Services, 
of the whole of the sums received in excess of 
the estimated appropriations in aid, in respect 
of the same Services, and have also temporarily 
authorised the application of so much of the said 
total surpluses on certain grants for Army Ser- 
vices as is necessary to cover the said total 
deficits on other Grants for Army Services. 


6. Resolved, That the application of such 
sums be sanctioned. 























SCHEDULE. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 
No Excesses of | Surpluses of | Deficiences of | Surpluses of 
t Army Services, 1893-94. Actual over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
Vot Votes. Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
= Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
1, 2, 3. 4. 
£ 8. da, £ s. d. £ s. d. z s..d. 
1 | Pay, &c., of Army (General Staff, 
Regiments, Reserve, and Depart- 
ments).. ‘ih ni 61,46 0 1 21,332 3 3 
2 | Medical Establishments : Pay, &c. 1,766 9 0 ons ae 195 10 4 
3 | Militia: Pay and Allowances wae 3,818 1 9 816 7 
4 | Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay and Al- 
lowances 1,757 9 3 990 
6 | Volunteer Corps : Pay and ‘Allow- 
ances ... RS 16,237 8 5 280 6 11 
6 | Transport and Remounts ... 23,692 4 4 79412 6 
7 a Forage, and other 
Supp! 732 19 0 13,997 16 6 
8 Clotting. Establishments, and Ser- 
vices . 15,532 16 6 681 
9 | Warlike and other Stores : ‘Supply 
and Repair .. 74119 2 19,004 3 3 
10 | Works, Buildings, and Repairs : 
Cost, including Superintending 
Establishment “i pe 33,634 2 0 13,298 17 7 
ll Military Educational Establish- 
ments: Pay and Miscellaneous 
Charges on 4,060 1 1 10,948 15 1 
12 | Miscellaneous Effective Servi ices Se 5,689 18 1 ae 1,089 19 1 
13 | War Office: Salaries and Miscel- 
laneous Charges 3,168 15 9 03 4 
14 | Non-effective Charges for Officers, 
&e. 11,500 16 1 eo 7,074 4 6 
15 | Non-effective Charges for Men, &e. 6,124 3 10 “ 4,297 1 6 
16 | Superannuation, Compensation, 
and Compassionate Allowances 6,106 6 0 2% 8 7 
Balances irrecoverable ~- ove 934 7 1 
66,768 19 9; 130,17417 8 45,675 410 4,806 11 3 











~ 





x 





—_ 





Net Surplus, £63,405 17 11 


Net Surplus, £1,131 6 4 





Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer, £64,537 4 3. 





Resolutions to be reported this 


day. 
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1371 Expiring Laws 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what 
business it was proposed to take when 
the House met again that day. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that the Army Votes would 
be discussed. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
financial business only would be taken, 
or whether it was proposed to take Bills 
other than those of a merely formal 
character. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : We will take Army and Navy 
Estimates and the first two Bills on the 
Paper. I suppose what the hon. Member 
desires is that the Committee on the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill shall 
not be taken. We sha!l take the Second 
Reading of the Bill now, and the Com- 
mittee on Monday. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Read 2°. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION 
SITE) BILL. 


On the Motion for the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill, 


OF 


Mr. BURDETT -COUTTS (West- 
minster), observed, that if this had been 
a Compulsory Purchase Bill the Local 
Authorities of Westminster would have 
had a locus standi, but as it was merely 
a Bill enabling the site to be purchased, 
and as the site might be purchased 
privately, and the Local Authorities 
might not have an opportunity of being 
heard, he desired to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill to give 
such a consideration to the clauses of 
the Local Authorities as they would 
have had if it had been a Compulsory 
Purchase Bill. 

Mr. HANBURY: Yes, I think I 
can promise that 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, that the 
surroundings of the House would have 
been more effectively beautified if the 
original recommendation of the Society 
of Arts had been carried out, and a 
street had beeen carried through Spring 
Gardens from the Strand to the Mall. 


Bill read 2°. 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


On the Order for the Second Reading 
of this Bill, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought this 
was the first occasion on which so 
remarkable an event had occurred as that 
this Bill should be moved at twenty-five 
minutes to five in the morning. He 
would not, however, at the present stage, 
divide against the Second Reading. He 
found that in 1893, the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone took the strongest 
exception to the renewal of the Arms 
Act, and on Monday, when they came 
to the consideration of this question in 
Committee, he should be happy to ask 
the hon. Member to follow him into the 
lobby, and he was sure the fact that 
the hon. Member was now “paid” 
would not deter him from doing so. In 
1874, Mr. Butt took exception to the 
renewal of certain expiring laws of a 
coercive character, and Sir 8. Northcote 
gave certain promises as to the position 
of the Conservative Party on _ the 
subject. Whenin that year Sir Stafford 
Northcote, who was then Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, promised that in future 
no coercive legislation should he carried 
for Ireland in the shape of expiring laws, 
it naturally filled them with hope that 
when the Conservative Party came into 
office they would not attempt in future 
to carry such coercive legislation. The 
then Irish Chief Secretary was the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and he gave effect to the promise of 
Sir Stafford Northcote by bringing in, 
the following year, the Peace Preservation 
Bill. To-morrow, when they came to 
the consideration of the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill, he should ask the 
Conservative Party to carry out the 
pledges given by Sir Stafford Northcote 
and the then Irish Chief Secretary. 
The law as to arms, which the Govern- 
ment desired to include in this Bill, was 
ineffective, for whenever a gamekeeper 
of a noble lord desired to shoot at a 
cyclist he was always able to get the 
necessary arms to carry out his purpose. 
It would be his duty to move the striking 
out of the schedule relating to the Arms 
Act from the Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance Bill. He was glad to see that the 
Glebe Loans Act was renewed by the 
Government in this measure, and he 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
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consider, with regard to this question,the; Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask 
present high rate of interest charged for|why No. 9 is taken after the Second 
loans under that Act, with a view to| Reading of the other business 4 

seeing whether the interest could not be| *Mr. HANBURY: I believe it is 
reduced, having regard to the present|in accordance with practice to take this 
condition of the muney market. He/|after the Second Reading. 

was aware that the Treasury had been| Mr T. M. HEALY: On former 
anxious to drop this Glebe Loans Act, | occasions an entirely different course has 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman| been taken. I think it is extremely 
would be no party to dropping it out of|desirable we should have one course 
the schedule of the Expiring Laws Con- | taken. 

tinuance Bill, but would continue the! Dr. TANNER said, they ought to 
policy of making these loans, which, at| have some explanation of the course 
a time when money was dearer than it| that had been adopted by the right hon. 
was now, had been the means of giving|Gentleman. They were going to pass 
some satisfaction to certain classes of} Tue CHAIRMAN (Sir Joun Gorst), 





the population in Ireland. said, the hon. Gentleman was out of 
order. The House ordered that this 
Bill read 2°. Resolution must be taken. If the hon. 


Gentleman wished to address the Com- 
mittee he must address himself to the 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN [REMISSION]. | Resolution. _ 
Dr. TANNER said, he would be 


Considered in Committee. delighted to do so. He thought they 
were entitled to some reply from the 
(In the Committee.) right hon. Gentleman as to why this Vote 


was being taken out of its proper course. 
Mr. HANBURY moved: That itis| Taz CHAIRMAN (Sir Jonn Gorst) 
expedient to authorise the remission of | said the Resolution was not taken out of 
certain debts due from the Commissioners | its proper order. 
of Anstruther Union Harbour to the} Mr. T. M. HEALY said, in view of 
Public Works Loan Commissioners, also|the period of the Session it was most 
the remission of interest accrued on| essential and desirable to know where 
loans to the Donegal Railway Company, |they stood. This was a class of case 
and also the remission of certain loans|in which jobbery was always possible. 
under the Labourers’ Dwellings Act in| He remembered that, on a Public Loans 
Treland, in pursuance of any Act of the} Bill in 1881, the First Lord of the 
present Session to grant money for the| Treasury kept the House up for hours 
purpose of certain Local Loans, and for | because remissions had been got from the 
other purposes relating to Local Loans. | Treasury at the time of the tithe troubles. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if it| It was in regard to Bills of this kind that 
would not bave been more regular if|jobbery could be done. There was a 
they had taken Order No. 9 before|loan to the Anstruther Harbour Board 


No. 4. which it was proposed to remit. It was 
Tur CHATRMAN (Sir Jon Gorst):| material that the Committee should have 
It is Order No. 9. the facts of that case ; and, also, if there 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Would it not|was a precedent for the action of the 
have been more regular to have taken| Government it ought to be given. 
one Order before the other ? *Mr. HANBURY said, the usual 
Tur CHAIRMAN (Sir Joun Gorst):| course had been followed in regard to 
Order No. 4 has already been taken. | orders of this kind. As the hon. Mem- 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: But would it| ber seemed to imply that there might be 
not have been more regular that we|some possibility of jobbery in connection 
should have taken one Order before the | with the Anstruther Harbour, he should 
other. mention that this was a simple proposal 
Tue CHAIRMAN (Sir Jonn Gorst):|to which the late Government had 
I have no authority to pronounce on the | pledged themselves, and which, therefore, 
order of the general proceedings of the|the present Government were bound to 
House. carry out, to remit £23,000 owed by the 
VOL. XXXVI. [rourTH sERIEs.] 3G 
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Commissioners of the Harbour in con-| 
sideration of £1,000 paid by Mr. | 
Williamson, who at the time the arrange- 
ment was made last May was a Member 
of the House. With regard to the loan | 
of £40,000 to the Donegal 


Berriew 


were also in arrear with the interest. 
But recently, owing to the possibility of 
borrowing money at a low rate, the 
Company were able to clear off the loan 
of £40,000 and compounded for the 
interest. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY thought the 
Anstruther Harbour Commissioners were 
lucky in getting off with a loan of 
£19,000 in consideration of paying 
£1,000. But why was this favour shown 
them ? 

*Mr. HANBURY said, the harbour 
had fallen into so bad a state that its 
revenue was totally insufficient to keep 
it in a state of repair. There was, there- 
fore, no possibility of paying back the 
loan and interest ; and when the Govern- 
ment was made this offer of £1,000 they 
thought it better than nothing and 
remitted what was practically a bad 
debt. 


Resolution agreed to; to be reported 
on Saturday. 


CANADIAN SPEAKER (APPOINTMENT 
OF DEPUTY) BILL. 


On the Order of the Second Reading 
of this Bill. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON asked for 
some explanation. The Bill was not 
printed. Was it in order to take the 
Second Reading before the Bill was 
printed 1 
*Mr. SPEAKER said, that it was not 
usual, but it was not out of order. 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN 
said, that it was to settle a doubt as to 
the validity of an Act of the Dominion 
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thought it might very well be allowed to 
pass. At the same time he thought it 
was a strong measure to pass a Bill of 
this importance without its first being 
printed. The right hon. Gentleman 


Railway | would himself see that it was a serious 
Company, no part of the principal had | 
been paid by the Company, and they | 


inroad on the practice of the House, and 
might involve animportant constitutional 
question. 


Mr. JOSEPH: -CHAMBERLAIN 
agreed that unless the Bill were to be 
allowed to pass without objection it 
would be improper to press it. If objec- 
tion was taken to it he would put it down 
for to-day. 

Dr. TANNER withdrew his objec- 


tion. 


Bill read 2° and committed for Monday 
next. 


BERRIEW SCHOOL SCHEME. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or tue 
COUNCIL (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University) moved for leave to bring in 
a Bill to annul an Order in Council 
comprising a scheme relating to a 
Foundation known as the _ Berriew 
School. 

*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said, it was a matter of courtesy to the 
right hon. Gentleman to inform him 
that this was a contentious Bill; it dealt 
with a Welsh charity, and was brought 
under the patronage of the Church 
party ; if, after this statement, the right 
hon. Gentleman went on with it he could 
not say he had not had a fair intimation 
that it would be opposed. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
| Attorney General and Sir John Gorst ; 
|presented accordingly, and read the 
| first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 7.] 





Parliament enabling that Parliament 
to appoint a Deputy Speaker to the 
Senate. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance 
‘of the Order of the House of the 19th 
August, adjourned the House without 
| Question put. 


Dr. TANNER said that he must | 


object to the Bill. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said, from what 
he had seen of the Bill, through the 


courtesy of the right hon. Gentleman, he 


Mr. Hanbury. 


House Adjourned at Five o’clock 
in the morning. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 





Saturday, 31st August 1896. 


The House met at Twelve of the 
Clock. 


MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACT, 1878 
(SEPARATION ORDERS). 
Return [presented 15th August] to be 
printed. [No. 446.] 


CLARENCE LANE (ROEHAMPTON). 
Return [presented 29th August] to be 
printed. [No. 447.] 


COAL, CINDERS, &c. 
Return presented — relative thereto 
{ordered 23rd August; Mr. Alfred 
Thomas}; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER COMPANTES SUPPLY. 

Return presented—relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd August; Mr. James 
Stuart]; to lie upon the Table. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES. 


Return ordered— 

“Of the Accounts, as they are respectively 
made up, of the Metropolitan Water Companies 
to the 30th day of September and the 31st day 
of December 1894 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper No. 294, of Session 1894).’’— 
(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 

Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 448.] 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY GUARAN- 
TEE (BANAVIE TO MALLAIG LINE). 
Copies ordered— 


“Of further correspondence relating to the 
West Highland Railway Guarantee (Banavie 
to Mallaig Line) (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper No. 280, of Session (1) 1895).’’— 
(Mr. Hanbury.) 

Copies presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 449.| 


NEW WRIT. 


For the Borough of Limerick v. John 
Daly, incapable of election.—(Captain 
Donelan.) 


VOL. XXXVI. [rourtTH sERIEs. | 
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QUESTIONS. 





H.M.S. “ WARSPITE.”’ 


CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, whether all the repairs re- 
quired by H.M.S. Warspite will be 
carried out at Haulbowline Dockyard ? 


Toe SECRETARY to tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. W. E. Macarrney, 
Antrim, 8.): All the repairs to the 
Warspite that could be done by Haul- 
bowline Dockyard were completed before 
she left for Devonport. The remaining 
items were done at that yard, except 
the retubing of the surface condensers 
of the main engines, which will be 
carried out, upon her return to Haul- 
bowline, by the ships artificers, assisted 
by the dockyard if necessary. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
GUARANTEE BILL. 


*Mr. J. M‘LEOD (Sutherland) : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether it his intention to proceed 
with the Second Reading of the West 
Highland Railway Guarantee Bill on 
Monday ? 


Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) said, that as the Leader of the 
House was not in his place to answer 
the question, some other Minister ought 
to give the House an answer. A reply 
was promised two days ago. 


Toe SECRETARY To tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury (Preston), 
said, the question had better be put on 
Monday, when the Bill would be on the 
Notice Paper. 

Mr. DALZIEL asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman was aware that 
many Members were waiting in London 
for this Bill and many were coming back 
for it. It might be put down for 
Monday, but it would be impossible to 
say whether it would come on or not, 
and this was most inconvenient and 
unfair. 

Mr. HANBURY : If it is put down 
on the Order Paper, the presumption is 
that it will come on. 
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Supply. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY. 





Considered in Committee. 
Mr. J. W. Lowruer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee.) 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


WAR OFFICE RE-ORGANISATION, 


On the Vote of £177,300, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
for the Salaries and Miscellaneous 
Charges of the War Office, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1896, 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) said: We have put 
forward the Vote for the War Office 
first because it was thought desirable 
to take the Debave on the organisa- 
tion of the War Office after the state- 
ment made by Lord Lansdowne on the 
re-organisation of the Army and the 
War Office. This statement was, I 
think, very clear. It was reported with 
great accuracy, especially in the Zimes, 
and must have been the means of 
enabling hon. Members to study at 
leisure the general nature of the changes 
proposed, so as to discuss them in Com- 
mittee. The Committee will hardly 
desire that I should recapitulate what 
was said to Parliament in andther place. 
But one or two points have arisen on 
which there appears to be some little 
doubt in the mind of the public as to 
what exactly was intended, and I now 
propose, with the permission of the Com- 
mittte, to say a few words upon them. 
In the first place, notice has been taken 
of the fact that the Secretary of State 
made no allusion in his statement to the 
establishment of a Council of National 
Defence. The subject was raised by the 
right hon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean in the Debate on the Address. 
The Secretary of State did not deal with 
the subject because the question was 
outside the actual departmental organi- 
sation of the War Office, to which alone 
reference was made by the Secretary for 
War. But it is not to be taken, because 
the Secretary of State admitted this, that 
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a committee. It is intended that such 
a committee shall be formed, under the 
Lord President of the Council, and 
any questions with regard to it should 
be addressed to the First Lord of the 
Treasury when he is in a position to 
answer them. But two or three ques- 
tions have arisen as regards which the 
explanations given on Monday last do 
not appear to have been fully under- 
stood. With regard to the title and 
status of the successor to the Duke 
of Cambridge, it is intended to pre- 
serve to him the title of Commander- 
in-Chief as the most convenient appella- 
tion, but he will not hold his position 
under patent, and his tenure will be for 
five years—the ordinary tenure of a Staff 
appointment. Even if he be styled 
‘General Officer Commanding-in-Chief ” 
in his letters of appointment, he 
would be commonly spoken of as “ Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army.” The 
Duke of Cambridge was so called before 
his patent was given him, and in 
Article 1,200 of the Pay Warrant it is 
laid down that “ Commander-in-Chief” 
shall be held to mean “ the Field-Marshal 
or General Officer Commanding-in-Chief 
of our forces for the time being.” This 
is a technical point, but it is desirable to 
clear it up, as some doubts have arisen. 
Another point on which confusion exists 
is as to the responsibility respectively 
assigned to the Army Board and the 
War Office Council. It has been asked :— 
“Why have two bodies inside the War 
Office? Why not have one council to 
discuss all subjects?” The Army Board, 
which will be presided over by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, will consist, beside him- 
self as president, of the Adjutant-General, 
the Quartermaster-General, the Director 
of Artillery, and the Inspector-General 
of Fortifications, all of whom will be 
directly responsible for their departments 
to the Secretary of State, and the Ac- 
countant-General will attend the Board 
to supply information. The object of 
this Board is to discuss such questions as 
may be from time to time referred to it 
by the Secretary of State. It will con- 
sider and advise on all promotions and 
appointments above the rank of major ; 
it will secure the co-ordination of depart- 
mental work in its initial stage, and the 
due discussion of questions in which 
more than one department is concerned ; 
and will ensure that these five great 








there is no intention of appointing such 
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military heads shall not act in ignorance 
of each other’s operations and intentions. 
Tt will, moreover, consider the Estimates 
and weigh the relative importance of the 
proposals by the different heads of de- 
partments. The Board will call in any 
other officer whom it may desire to 
consult. Minutes will be kept of the 
proceedings, and dissents will be re- 
corded. The War Office Council, on the 
other hand, over which the Secretary of 
State will preside, and of which the 
Under Secretaries and Financial Secre- 
tary will be members, besides the military 
heads of the War Office named above, 
will deal with more matured proposals 
when they become ripe for the Secre- 
tary of State’s decision. It will have 
nothing to say to promotions. This 
Council will secure the blending of 
civil and military opinion, which is 
so essential for the effective working 
of the War Office under its consti- 
tution. One further question of doubt 
has arisen—namely, as to the fune- 
tions of the two officers who will 
assist the Commander-in-Chief in ques- 
tions affecting the personnel of the 
Army and mobilisation. It has been 
suggested that this work would fall on 
the Adjutant-General, and he would then 
be in the dual position of administering 
his own department and being respon- 
sible for the personnel of the Army and 
other departments. That is not the in- 
tention of the scheme. Without pledg- 
ing myself tooclosely as to the exact duties 
and titles of these officers, their duties 
will largely correspond with those of the 
Military Secretary and Director of 
Military Intelligence. These are the 
only questions on which, so far as I 
know, doubts have arisen. The main 
principle of the change is the separate 
responsibility of the military heads of de- 
partments to the Secretary of State for 
their departments and the focussing of 
military opinion by means of the Army 
Board, presided over by the Commander- 
in-Chief. Idonot propose to say any more 
in relation to the scheme, but of course 
I shall be glad to answer questions if 
doubt exists in the mind of any hon. 
Member with regard to the nature of 
the changes proposed, which we hope 
will bediscussed and considered. [‘ Hear, 
hear ! y 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean) said, he had listened to 


{51 AvuGust 1895} 








Supply. 1382 


the hon. Member’s statement with some- 
thing like dismay, for some of the 
changes made had been, in his view, 
entirely in the wrong direction, and he 
regretted that it should be left to the 
extreme end of the Session and a jaded 
House to consider a matter so vital to the 
future of the country as the statement 
just made. There certainly had not 
been, during the many years he had been 
in the House, any Debate in which the 
issues presented to the House had been 
so momentous as this, and it was a pity 
that the interests of the country should 
be represented by the presence of a 
handful of Members instead of by the 
entire House. He should not be in 
order if he followed at length the obser- 
vations of the Under Secretary for 
War as to the position of the Duke 
of Devonshire in relation to Im- 
perial defence, because, as he had 
said, it was outside the depart- 
mental organisation of the War Office. 
To that portion of the Government 
scheme he was fully favourable. He 
had expressed his opinion on the sub- 
ject frequently. He believed he was the 
original suggester of the proposal in 
1888, and in various forms it had come 
up since that date. When the Govern- 
ment was formed a paragraph appeared 
in The Times, and in no other, newspaper, 
stating that the Lord President would 
be given a special duty in connection 
with the War Office and the Admiralty, 
and he certainly gathered from that 
paragraph— it appeared to be an inspired 
paragraph—that the position would be 
one of more authority than that of the 
mere Chairman of a Committee of the 
Cabinet. What had been said to-day 
by the Under Secretary went to suggest 
the creation of a Committee of the 
Cabinet only, which they had understood 
from the previous Debate was already 
in existence—had been formed, they 
were told, by the late Government. If 
so, the matter was minimised, and there 
was less security given to the country 
than they had hoped was the case. The 
first thing to be secured was that there 
should be the individual responsibility 
of one great Member of the Cabinet, 
rather than the collective responsibility 
of a considerable number. The hon. 
Member, in making his statement, said 
that further information on the subject 
must be asked of the First Lord of the 
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Treasury when he was in a position to|for promotions. But what he feared 
give it. If next week, before the House |they were doing was to create a copy of 
rose, the right hon. Gentleman was in a|the Admiralty in those particular points 
position to give further details, a state-|in which the Admiralty system had it- 
ment ought to be made. Up to this|self been subject to some criticism. He 
time nothing had been said in Parlia-|might have his doubts as to whether 
ment in regard to it; not one syllable| Lord Wolseley was the best man to 
in another place. And yet the change, | choose ; he had seen political speeches of 
as it appeared in the newspaper at the | Lord Wolseley which he thought foolish 
time of the formation of the Government, | speeches, and which he believed Lord 
would have been a very great and bene-| Wolseley himself regretted. But, putting 
ficial change indeed ; but, as it had to-| aside mere individual views and accept- 
day been minimised, Parliament ought! ing the choice which had been made of 
to be further informed on the subject at| Lord Wolseley as their best man, he 
the earliest possible date. In regard to|said, let them trust him and back him 
the reorganisation of the War Office it-|up. That was the only way in which 
self, he viewed with dismay the further | they were likely to produce a satisfactory 
explanations given to-day by the Under | state of things. Lord Wolseley, if he 
Secretary. What had been the main) was fit for his position, if he was worth 
objection to the past management of the|his salt, would cut and carve his way 
Army in this country? It had been| through the new arrangements. The 
that responsibility had been frittered| War Office would have to do what he 











away among a great number of different 
Boards—a collective authority rather 
than an individual responsible authority. 
Of course they had above all, and they 
still should have above all, the respon- 
sibility of the Secretary of State, but the 
recent Debate on cordite showed what 


told.them, and if he told them the new 
arrangements were not woikable they 
would have to modify them. Take a 
concrete instance. Suppose the late 
Secretary of State for War in office, and 
suppose Lord Wolseley as Commander- 
in-Chief. 





Suppose that the Quarter- 
kind of responsibility that was. It was | master-Generalandthe Adjutant-General 
a responsibility which must, by the ne- | were Sir E. Wood and the Duke of Con- 
cessity of the case, upon many questions | naught, or Sir E. Wood and Sir R. Buller 
be pushed off ultimately upon somebody | was it an arrangement likely to avoid 
else, whereas the country wanted to| friction that Sir Evelyn Wood and the 
be able to fix responsibility on some | Duke of Connaught, or Sir Evelyn Wood 
individual. He was afraid this scheme | and Sir Redvers Buller, should report to 
would present us with a succession of | the right hon. Member for the Stirling 
Boards. Of course there must be con-!| Burghs, instead of to the Commander-in- 
sultation, especially when there were|Chief? The Government ought, he 
differences of opinion, but the formal} contended, to recommend the one man, 
recognition of those differences by the | the Commander-in-Chief, and, in the first 
creation, first of an Army Board, and| instance, take his opinion and regard 
then of a War Office Council, was, in his; him as ultimately responsible. Having 
opinion, a step in the wrong direction. | picked out the most competent man, he 
He hoped the practice of the new system jhoped the Government would put the 








might be better than its theory. He 
hoped the new man chosen to be the 
head of the Army would be, in practice, 
the real head of the Army and the real 
adviser of the Secretary of State. But 
the explanation given today rather 
weakened that hope than strengthened 
it. Of course there must be Boards for 
certain purposes. He made no objec- 
tion to the Army Board so far as pro- 
motions were concerned, although he 
still thought the Commander-in-Chief 
ought to be the person directly respon- 
sible to the Secretary of State for War 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


/arrangement under that man, and not 
under the Civilian Secretary of State. 
Just as in the Admiralty it had been 
found necessary of late years considerably 
to increase the position of the First 
Naval Lord, so he believed here the 
position of Commander-in-Chief must be 
‘increased as compared with the four 
other officers ; and he hoped that would 
be the case. It was a mistake to give 
the Commander-in-Chief a department ; 
he ought to be above the departments, 
|and the departments ought to report to 


‘him. He had ventured for many years 
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to ask, in the first place, that the Cabinet | that has been described, I believe, as 
should consider the whole problem of|that of Minister of Defence. But it 
Imperial defence, and, in the second | would be impossible, without shattering 
place, that they should pick out the best | our administrative system from top to 
man and trust him. As regarded the| bottom, to have any Cabinet Minister 
first of those points, the Cabinet seemed | who should possess, as it were, behind 
to have accepted that view; but as to| the backs of the Secretary of State for 
the second the theory they were setting | War or the First Lord of the Admiralty 











up was not, in his opinion, a good one, 
though in practice he hoped it might be 
more successful than he anticipated. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 


chester, E.): The right hon. Gentleman | 
has made a direct appeal to me, and I) 


propose to make a brief rejoinder. I 
suppose that Lord Hartington’s Com- 


mission cannot be wholly excluded from | 
this Debate, though it is not strictly | 


relevant to the Vote now before us. 


The Committee will, therefore, f6rgive | 


me if I say a word about that Com- 


mission. I am always one of those who | 


take special interest in any organisation 


which shall concentrate and co-ordinate | 
the administration of the forces of the! 


Admiralty and the War Office. What 
the right hon. Gentleman, as I under- 
stand him, says ought to be aimed at in 


any new departure in this direction is to | 


make the Cabinet responsibility more 
direct and more continuous. I entirely 
agree with him: and I think that is done 
by the permanent Committee of the 


Cabinet which has now been for the| 


first time set up. There has been in 
existence since the Commission a joint 
defence Committee of the Admiralty and 
the War Office, and I believe that the 
work which they have done has been of 
the most admirable description. But, 
undoubtedly, it lacked the authority 
which can come—and come only—from 


the fact that the Cabinet are, as it were, | 


seized of the work of this joint Com- 
mittee, and that the eyes of the Committee 
are directed continuously and ardently 
towards the problem before them. That 
will be done quite as effectually by the 
permanent Committee as by setting up 
any particular Member of the Cabinet 
in place of that Committee. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that he would 
desire that greater executive authority 
should be given to the President of the 


Council, or whatever Member of the'| 
| Port and, secondly, you were practically 


Cabinet might be selected to fill the post 


| power to order the officers of the depart 
| ments presided over by those Ministers, 
_and to give them directions which they 
| were to obey rather than the directions 
of the chief of the department. It was 
quite clear that for the Navy the First 
Lord, and he alone, must be responsible 
to this House ; and, similarly, for the 
Army that the Secretary of State for 
War, and he alone, must be responsible 
to Parliament; and I do not think it 
would be possible to carry out or further 
‘develop the plan put forward without 
shattering the responsibility which now 
| we rightly repose in the great officer of 
State who presides over our Navy and 
over our Army respectively. But, in 
the joint Committee of the Cabinet, the 
Secretary of State for War and the 
First Lord of the Admiralty are per- 
manent Members, and I do say that all 
| the objects which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has striven for will be attained by 
| the organisation which we have initiated. 
I pass from that to a very brief comment 
on the remarks which the right hon. 
Gentleman has made upon the statement 
of the Secretary of State for War, and 
to emphasise the very lucid remarks of 
the Under-Secretary. As far as I gather 
the purport of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, he desires, not the reform of the 
old system, but a petrifaction of that 
system, which I thought all were agreed 
should be done away with. What is 
the substance and essence of the criti- 
cisms passed by the Hartington Com- 
mission upon the War Office system, 
which has now been in force in this 
country for many years? The essence 
of the criticisms of the Commissioners 
was that by having a single Commander- 
in-Chief, through whom, and through 
whom alone, Army opinion, Army 
matters, and Army advice would come 
to the Secretary of State for War, you 
were, in the first place, throwing upon 
the Commander-in-Chief a burden which 
no single individual could possibly sup- 
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destroying the responsibility of the 
Secretary of State for War, who nomi- 
nally is the head of the Department. If 
you put the Secretary of State for War 
in direct communication with the Com- 
mander-in-Chief alone I do not see how 
the Secretary of State for War can be 
anything less than the great soldier who 
is at the head of the Army. He may 
come down to the House and express 
the views of that great officer, but if he 
is to take official advice from the Com- 
mander-in-Chief alone it is absolutely 
impossible that the Secretary of State 
should be really responsible, and in this 
House the Secretary of State will be no 
more than the mouthpiece of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. ThatI always thought 
the essence of the reform of the Hart- 
ington Commission. A strong and effec- 
tive Commander-in-Chief, under the new 
system, will have an immense and just 
influence in the councils of the Secretary 
of State for War ; but I may say that 
if the Secretary of State for War is to 
be the real, ultimate authority in Army 
matters he must be brought into direct 
relations with all the military heads of 
all the departments. Therefore, it seems 
to me that the differences in this branch 
of the subject between the right hon. 
Gentleman and the Government are of a 
more fundamental character than I 
anticipated. We have attempted, as 
our predecessors attempted, to carry out 
all necessary modifications on the broad 
principle laid down in the report of the 
Hartington Commission. The right hon. 
Gentleman, on the other hand, is dis- 
posed to retain the old system practically 
unchanged. I cannot believe that in 
this respect he represents the great body 
of Army reformers in this country, and, 
though I am hardly qualified to speak 
on the subject with great authority, I 
think the policy which the late Govern- 
ment adopted, and which we have 
adopted, is really more calculated to 
make the Army at once effective and 
economical than the plan of the right 
hon. Gentleman, which at the same time 
would remove the effectual responsibility 
of the Army from this House to a 
quarter not brought into practical rela- 
tions with this House and throws upon 
that great officer an enormous mass of 
work which no individual can be ex- 


pected adequately to perform. [ Cheers. | 
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*Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye) 
said, that everything that could be done 
to lessen the excessive centralisation 
which had always been complained of, 
and to lessen the personal responsibility 
hitherto concentrated in the office of 
Commander-in-Chief, ought to have the 
support of every one interested in our 
great reform. In making any observa- 
tions on this subject one was confronted 
with the difficulty that the scheme had 
not yet been elaborated in all its details, 
and therefore any criticism must be 
rather of a general than of a particular 
character. He desired to express his 
own opinion that this attempt at decen- 
tralisation would have better accom- 
plished its objects had the system 
recommended by the Hartington Com- 
mission been adopted, of establishing 
what was called a grand or great general 
staff with the most efficient and 
brilliant general officer of the day, 
whoever he might be, at its head. 
He believed that nothing. would so 
emancipate all military questions from 
the difficulties with which they had 
hitherto been surrounded than the 
establishment of a General Staff of the 
kind recommended, which would de- 
liberate and work separated from the 
War Office, in a separate building, and 
untrammelled by the influence which 
had so long paralysed the Military Ex- 
ecutive in the War Office ; and he had 
not gathered from the speeches of the 
Secretary for War, or of the Leader of 
the House, that there was any sufficient 
explanation why the Government had 
disregarded this recommendation, which 
he had always looked upon as of great 
importance. The Secretary for War, in 
his speech in another place, stated, as 
the main objection to a Chief of the 
Staff, that he might be out of touch 
with the Army. That was perfectly 
true, to a certain extent; but so was 
every Staff Officer out of touch with the 
Army to the same extent. The danger 
he feared in the new arrangements was 
that they might be wanting in reality; 
that the devolution of responsibility 
might be more apparent than real ; and 
that, with regard to general decentrali- 
sation, those new Consultative Boards 
or Councils it was proposed to create, 
might possibly be recognised as some 
very old friends in disguise. All de- 
pended on the sincerity with which those 





First Lord of the Treasury. 











oe = eS eS Oe aS O.hCUmmCUY 


areetw ct Ph 


axa oo 


ji- 
1s 
e, 
ne 
e- 











1389 Supply. 


new institutions were created, and on 
their being really new, and not old insti- 
tutions in another form. The Secretary 
of State, the President of the Council, 
and the Field Marshal Commanding-in- 
Chief, would, of course, form a very 
formidable triumvirate; and there was 
hardly any limit to the good they might 
do for the Army and the forces of the 
Crown in general, if it were only certain 
that they would try to agree with one 
another, and that one would not be 
overborne by the other two without the 
country knowing anything about it. 
The Leader of the House spoke about 
the danger of making the Secretary of 
State an “administrative puppet” in 
the hands of the Commander-in-Chief. 
He submitted that in the present 
arrangement there was a danger of 
the Commander-in-Chief being made 
an executive puppet under the Secre- 
tary of State; and if that turned 
out to be the case, he did not think 
they would have made much progress. 
He could imagine a very serious state 
of things arising. Supposing the new 
Commander-in-Chief took a large view 
of military affairs; that he thought 
extensive reforms were necessary ; that 
he considered the numbers of the Army 
were at present wholly insufficient ; that 
the discipline was not all that could be 
desired ; and that, at the same time, the 
cost of maintaining this system was pre- 
posterously large. Supposing he recom- 
mended that the Militia ought to be kept 


{31 Aueust 1895} 


at a high state of efficiency, instead of | 


being allowed to dwindle away through 
the neglect of the War Office ; that the 
Yeomanry, owing to the continuous agri- 
cultural depression, ran the chance of 
becoming obliterated, but that nothing 
was being done to put something in its 
place ; and supposing he held the view 
that the Volunteers were really only 
a cloak to hide, without obviating, the 
necessity for universal service. Those, 
very likely, might be the opinions of the 
new Commander-in-Chief, cr principal 
Military Executive Officer. Was it 
probable that such views would prevail ? 
Was it not more likely that the Secretary 
of State would say : “I know there is a 
great deal of truth in all this, but it is 
quite impossible to put such a scheme 
before Parliament.” To whom could 


the Commander-in-Chief have recourse 
in the case of such a disagreement ? 
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One of those Consultative Boards or 
Councils might assemble to discuss the 
matter; but was it not almost certain that 
the view of the Secretary of State—taken 
for political or electoral reasons—would 
prevail? With regard to the possibility 
of an unreality in the attempts to 
decentralise the work of the War Office, 
it did not seem to be generally known 
that the War Office was, in theory, one 
of the most highly and beautifully de- 
centralised institutions in this country. 
The Times and other newspapers had 
written with great enthusiasm about 
creating new departments, as if giving 
the Adjutant-General a different class 
of work from that of the Quartermaster- 
General were something new. Why, 
the War Office at the present time was 
arranged into a number of distinct 
divisions. There was one under the 
Adjutant-General, with exclusive work 
trusted to it, which had eight sub- 
divisions. The Quartermaster-General 
had his division, with five sub-divisions. 
And, besides those theoretically sub- 
divided duties, there was what was 
called the Central Office, which was 
specially charged with superintending 
the whole and preventing confusion. 
He believed that, in theory, also there 
was at the War Office at present more 
than one Council or Board like those it 
was proposed to create under the new 
arrangements. He did not know that the 
country had ever heard of those Boards 
having done anything important in the 
interest of the Army or country or of 
Imperial or Colonial defence. If the new 
bodies were todo nomore than the old had 
been in the habit of doing, he did not 
think that any of the supposed benefits 
would accrue from the proposed reform ; 
as the existence of all those sub-divisions 
and this theoretical decentralisation had 
not prevented War Office methods from 
becoming identified with circumlocution, 
delay, and official pedantry of every 
kind. He had been glad to hear the 
Secretary of State speak the other day 
of a still further devolution of the 
duties of the Commander-in-Chief upon 
General Officers commanding districts. 
But the noble Lord also said that a 
great deal had been done in that direc- 
tion already, and he was afraid the 
reforms already accomplished must have 
been more apparent than real, because 
every Commanding Officer knew that 
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the amount of delay and red tape that 
still surrounded the attainment of the 
simplest point was something scandalous. 
The Leader of the House spoke of 
the immense burden the Commander- 
in-Chief would have to bear if he 
were given the responsibility that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had suggested. 
But he would point out also that he 
might have those burdens very materially 
lightened, and irritating little details 


removed by devolving on the officers com- | 


manding districts work which they might 
perform, but which, to the best of his 
knowledge, they did not now perform. 
One or two questions he would venture to 
address to the Government in connection 
with these new changes. The Secretary of 


State in another place, and others who | 


had taken part in this Debate, spoke of 


the new Chief of the Army by the title | 


of “Commander-in-Chief.” He wanted to 
know whether that was the name by 
which he would be called. If it was so, 
would the necessary warrant or patent 
set forth the significance of this name— 
Commander-in-Chief—and explain the 
new attributesconnected with it. Would 
he be a Member of the Ministry? His 
Royal Highness, he believed, was a 


Member of the Ministry, though he did | 
not goin and out with Ministers. Would 


this be the position of the new Chief 4 
He should like also to ask as to the 
period of his office. 
not necessarily retire at the end of five 
years, and he trusted steps would be 
taken to retain his services for a longer 


period in the event of any emergency, | 
or of its appearing to be desirable in | 


the public interest. Then, with regard 
to the new office of President of the 
Council, was that appointment one which 
was conferred upon the Duke of Devon- 
shire individually, or was to be conferred 
in future on the holder of the office of 
Lord President? He should like the 
Commander-in-Chief at the end of his 
active period to have a chance of 
aspiring to some such position as Pre- 
sident of the Council, and any hard 
and fast rule as to the retirement of the 
Chief at the end of the five years might be 
a source of danger. He could only repeat 
his fear that the military element had not 
been sufficiently emancipated from the 
old trammels of civilian control at the 
War Office, and he thought the creation 


Mr. Brookfield. 
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He hoped he would | 
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of a General Staff and a Chief of the Staff 
would have obviated this difficulty. 
He hoped that some day might not arrive 
when this plan would have to be adopted 
under the stress of circumstances—it 
might be some national panic. Mean- 
while he hoped the House would give its 
support to the Government as far as 
they went. 

*CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said, there was one feature 
\about the Army which was not always 
kept in mind. It was no doubt 
for the defence of the nation, and 
it shared that duty with the Navy. 
| But the Army did more than that. It 
was the support of the civil power. 
(Hear, hear!”] and it was therefore a 
greatfactor in the stability ofthe country. 
The Navy did not share in that duty, 
,and that was why he agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean that the same rule 
does not necessarily apply to the Navy 
'and the Army. The system which was 
suggested was not one that would have 
occurredtohim. He should have preferred 
asimpler system. He should have pre- 
ferred to take a distinguished General, 
whose hand was made up past the age 
| to be sent into the field, to command the 
Army and give away the appointments, 
while all the departments would be 
under the Secretary of State for War, 
who would be assisted by the best 
soldier they could get to act as Chief 
of the Staff. If Lord Wolseley was 
| appointed Commander-in-Chief he would 
| urge that there ought to be a Lieutenant- 
General to take the routine work of the 
Army. It was only an accident which 
| made one man fill both those posts. Their 
| position was peculiar, it was owing to 
| a number of expeditions and colonial wars 
| that they had a number of able officers 
at the head of the Army at a compa- 
ratively early age. They could not count 
upon that in thefuture. The reason why 
the Army was sucha strong support to 
the State was because the appointments 
had not been political, and he would urge 
strongly on the Secretary of State to be 
very careful that there was no political 
character given to the appointments. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] He did not like the 
Boards and Councils. Let the Secretary 
of State give every support and power 
which he can to the Commander-in-Chief, 
but let him keep the reins in his own 
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hands. The Secretary of State must be 
able to get at the truth. He must be 
able to rely upon heads of Departments 
giving him unmodified reports. 

*Sir H. HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham, 8.E.) thought the general 
principles of the proposals were excellent, 
and it was greatly to the credit of the 
Secretary of State that after such a 
short time he was able to work out to 
the extent he had done general principles 
for the future regulation of the Army and 
its greater efficiency. Might he be per- 
mitted to say a word or two as to what 
fell from the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and alluded to by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Forest of Dean ? 
As one who, with the late Sir Walter 
Bartelott, initiated a Debate in 1888 on 
the subject of forming a great Council 
for Imperial Defence, which should har- 
monise the working of the Army and 
Navy, he was glad to hear the statement 
made by the First Lord of the Treasury. | 
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position hitherto held by the Duke of 
Cambridge, but was to be, as it were, 
the head of a department, having in 
some way co-ordinate with him the 
heads of four other departments. That 
was a departure from the principle of 
decentralisation, and he could conceive 
no worse state of things than that the 
Secretary of State for War should have 
to take the opinion separately of five 
heads of departments. For his own 
sake, if for no other reason, the first 
essential was that each head of a depart- 
ment should be independent as regards 
his own department. He entirely ap- 
proved of the suggestion of the Secretary 
of State for War that each department 
should have the preparation of and 
should be responsible for its own 
Estimates, but in order to their being 
submitted to the Secretary of State they 
ought to be brought together under one 
head, and he could conceive no better 
head for that purpose than the General 


Prominence had been given in the papers | Commanding-in-Chief. They were going 
to the idea that it was intended to confer | to place at the head of the Army, Lord 
on the President of the Council some | Wolseley, unquestionably the most able 
powers which should enable him to | soldier at present in this country, and a 
supervise the action of the Secretary of | man who, both as regards his knowledge 


State for War as regards the Army and|of war and his extraordinary and 








the First Lord of the Admiralty as | intimate acquaintance with details of 


regards the Navy. There was no such 
suggestion in the Debate which he 
initiated. Their idea was, that the 
National Council for Imperial Defence 
should be constituted of the Premier, 
the Secretary of State for War, and 
the First Lord of the Admiralty with the 
addition of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on financial questions. They 
did not contemplate the intervention 
between the Premier and the heads of 
the great Departments of any other 
official, however high he might be. 
Therefore the statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury just made had 
given him great relief, and, he believed, 
indicated a step in the right direction. 
He trusted that early in the coming 
Session some indication would be given 
of the constitution and work of the 
Committee on Imperial Defence. When 
they came to examine the details of the 
proposals now made, he feared that, in 
endeavouring to obtain decentralisation, 
some greater troubles might be created 
by the way in which these details were 
worked out. For the future the Com- 
mander-in-Chief was not to occupy the 





organisation, was thoroughly competent 
to fill the new post. And he thought 
it was a happy augury for the future 
that they should have for Secretary 
for War, when these changes were 
being carried out, a noble Lord whose 
administrative talents had already had 
free scope in the greatest dependency 
of the Crown and who would find 
equal scope and difficulty in the task 
now assigned to him. He did not 
agree with the view that the Adjutant- 
General and the Quartermaster-General 
should be independent of the Comman- 
der-in-Chief. It was impossible for the 
Commander-in-Chief to undertake the 
responsibility for the efficiency of the 
Army, as regards its discipline, its drill, 
and all matters relating to its prepared- 
ness for war, unless these officers were 
subordinate to him for executive pur- 
poses. He thought that in the Minute 
of Council, which the Secretary of State 
was formulating, the position of the 
Adjutant-General and the Quarter- 
master-General might be defined so as 
not only to secure their entire responsi- 
bility to the Secretary of State for all 
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details of their respective departments, 
but, at the same time, to ensure that 
they should be subordinate to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief by providing that the 
details of their departments should be 
submitted to the Secretary of State 
through the Commander-in-Chief. But 
there should be reserved a right of 
appeal on the part of these officers direct 
to the Secretary of State on any question 
where the opinion of the Commander-in- 
Chief might conflict with theirs in a way 
that, in their opinion, would interfere 
with the efficiency of the departments. 


the Commander-in-Chief were carried 
out at the present time. When he 
visited any of the great centres he was 
accompanied by the Adjutant-General 
and the Quartermaster-General. Any 
defects, in regard to drill, discipline, 
armament, or clothing, were noticed on 
the spot, and the corrections were made 
subsequently by the Adjutant-General | 
under the authority of the Commander- | 
in-Chief. 


{COMMONS} 





of plans of defence, 
In the same way questions as | 
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Expedition. In time of war the Com- 
mander-in-Chief should have the whole 
of his time left free to be devoted to the 
formation and execution of plans of 
campaign, and the details should be left, 
under his supervision, entirely to the 
Chief of the Staff, who would concen- 
trate in himself the threads of al] the other 
military departments, and would issue 
to them and see carried out by them in 
detail, orders, the general principles of 
which alone emanated from the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. Therefore, the Chief 


|of the Staff would be useful in time of 
He would detail how the inspections of | 


war, but the office was one that would 
be entirely out of place in time of peace. 
He agreed with the Secretary for War 
in thinking that there should be, under 
the Commander-in-Chief, an officer who, 
—like General Moltke, in the German 
Army ; or like Carnot, who was said to 
be the “ organiser of victory ” in the time 
| of the old French Republic—should have 
\as his sole function the preparation 
and plans of 
campaign beyond the seas if the necessity 


to the quartering of the troops were| | for them should unfortunately arise. 
noticed and corrected by the Quarter- | These functions alone were quite sufii- 
master-General, under the authority of| cient to occupy the whole time of a 
the Commander-in-Chief. If the chain | \separate officer, who should be in im- 
of responsibility was not preserved the | mediate relation to the Commander-in- 
Commander-in-Chief would not be able|Chief. His plans should be submitted 
to fulfil his functions, and if he knew| from time to time to the Commander-in- 
anything at all of the spirit that was | Chief and drawn up in concurrence with 
likely to animate Lord Wolseley, he| him, and subsequently handed over to 
should think that was one of the first | the executive officers to be carried out in 
things on which he would insist. It)/detail. He should be the Director of 
was true that the Hartington Com-| Imperial Defence, and be quite distinct 
mission recommended the creation of a| from the director of military intelligence, 
Chief of the Staff, but he thought both|who had quite enough to do in his own 





the late Government and the present | sphere. 


Government did well in eliminating that 
recommendation from their Scheme. If 
they knew the secret history of that 
recommendation, they would probably 
find that it arose from the peculiar 
circumstances of one distinguished officer, 
who gave evidence before the Commis- 
sion, and whose legitimate ambition 
might not unjustly have led him to 
think that the position was one that 
would fit him entirely. That officer had 
been provided for in another part of the 
world, and, therefore, the difficulty was 
got rid of. The office of Chief of the 
Staff had been created in time of war, 
and it worked with great efficiency during 
the Crimean War and the Egyptian 


Sir H. Havelock-Allan. 





The appointment of such an 


officer was, in his mind, the thing of all 


others that was required, and would be 
a great step towards the decentralisation 
which was aimed at. It would be the 
duty of such an officer to examine every 
possible contingency of invasion, and to 
have a plan to meet it; and also to 
examine into every possible contingency 
of the employment of the Army beyond 
the seas, and thus he would fulfil a most 
useful function. Such an appointment 
was indicated in the speech of the Sec- 
retary of State, though no details were 
given, and he hoped the idea would be 
carried out. He thought this was a 
fitting occasion on which to say a word 
or two on the matter of the retirement 
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of his Royal Highness the Commander- 
in-Chief. In his opinion it was a ques- 
tion whether, while these great changes 
were being effected, the Government 
would not have done better to have 
retained for the present, or, at all events, 
until the end of the financial year, or 
until the changes had been put into 
shape, the unrivalled knowledge on Army 
matters and military detail possessed by 
His Royal Highness. Whatever might 
be the character or position of his succes- 
sor, this country would never have a 
Commander-in-Chief more thoroughly 
devoted to his duties, more intimately 
acquainted with every detail connected 
with the Army, than His Royal High- 
ness, who had ever been animated by a 
spirit of inflexible justice and fair play 
in every appointment he had made, and 
who had always been the firm and con- 
sistent friend of the soldier, as would be 
felt and acknowledged by every soldier 
in the Army. [“ Hear, hear ! ? He 
would only add that he looked forward 
with hope and confidence to the result of 
the changes the Secretary of State was 
about to introduce. He did not know 
that there was very much to complain of 
at present. We undoubtedly had in our 
officers a body of men as thoroughly 
efficient and practised as those of any 
Army in the world, and we had in the 
ranks of, the Army men who, though 
young, were thoroughly competent to 
perform all the duties required of them. 
We had also an unlimited power of 
supplying them with arms and equip- 
ment, and he hoped that the result of 
the coming changes would be that the 
Army would be supplied with the best 
arms and equipment. With the modifi- 
cations he had suggested, he believed 
that the propositions of the Secretary of 
State contained the elements of great 
future success in Army reform, and that 
our Army might become the most perfect 
fighting machine of any in the world. 
[ Hear, hear !”] 

*Mr. WOODALL (Hanley) said, he 
thought with the last speaker that the 
Committee were indebted to Lord Lans- 
downe for having so quickly given his 
attention to this subject and formulated 
his scheme sufficiently clearly for the 
Committee to have the advantage of dis- 
cussing it on the Estimates that day. 
Lord Lansdowne had undoubtedly had 
the advantage of the scheme which was 


{31 Avuausr 1895} 
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prepared by his predecessors, and he was 
perfectly sure that everybody in the 
House would regret the absence of his 
right hon. Friend the late Secretary of 
State—[“hear, hear!” |—who might fairly 
claim the paternity of it, but who was 
detained at a distance by an unfortunate 
and sudden attack of serious illness. 
Having followed as closely as he could 
the statement made by Lord Lansdowne, 
which had now been materially amplified 
by the Under Secretary, he thought he 
was justified in saying that the scheme 
was substantially in accord with that of 
his right hon. Friend ; and here, surely, 
the country must feel that, however 
great might be the differences of opinion 
in regard to certain details, and however 
serious and grave might be the appre- 
hension of difficulty and friction in work- 
ing out the scheme, they had substantial 
cause for congratulation in that there 
was a continuity of policy in which the 
two political parties of the State were 
agreed, and that their action was based 
on the recommendations of a Commission 
so weighty as that presided over by one 
of the most experienced statesmen of the 
age—he referred to the Duke of Devon- 
shire. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] He thought it 
was only fair to his right hon. Friend 
the late Secretary of State to say that, 
although the sketch he gave to the House 
was communicated so very near to the 
termination of his official career, it was 
really the result of many long years of 
practical experience und thought directed 
to the subject, and that, while he formu- 
lated the scheme, he very naturally left 
to himself, if called upon, or to his suc- 
cessor, as it turned out, the determination 
of certain details. He should think that 
in the preparation of the Orders in 
Council which were to give effect to the 
scheme of Lord Lansdowne the Govern- 
ment would derive no inconsiderable 
advantage from the discussion that was 
taking place in Committee that day ; 
and he doubted not that the various 
suggestions, coming as they did with so 
much weight frem experienced soldiers, 
would receive due attention. There 
was one point he thought worthy of the 
attention of the Committee. He found 
that Lord Lansdowne, in the course of 
his statement, repeatedly used the word 
“board,” and he also observed that the 
council of the five heads of departments 
had been called a board that day. 
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Naturally the term “ board” suggested 
the system of administration which pre- 
vailed at the Admiralty. The late 
Secretary of State had distinctly stated 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Forest of Dean that nothing was 
further from his mind than anything 
like an executive board. The term had, 
perhaps unfortunately, but possibly 
inadvertently, been used, and he was 
sure he might assume it was not 
intended to convey the idea of any 
executive power to be used by the board 
as such. He supposed they might take 
it that there was no difference of opinion 
upon that which might be regarded as 
the fundamental element of the Scheme. 
The relieving the Commander-in-Chief of 
the very largely increased responsibility 
which had been imposed on him in 
recent years was held by Lord Hart- 
ington’s Commission and by successive 
Secretaries of State to be essential to the 
efficiency of the War Department. Of 
course they had to recognise that the 
very office of Secretary of State was 
of comparatively recent creation, and 
that the drift of all recent changes had 
been to increase his responsibility, not 
merely to Parliament, but his practical 
administrative responsibility for the con- 
trol of the Army itself. Anyone who 
had gained experience at the War 
Office would realise how very important 
it was that the heads of the great sub- 
ordinate departments should have a very 
high sense of their responsibility. He 
observed that there was to be an altera- 
tion of the title of the Director of 
Artillery, who was to be called in future 
the Inspector-General of Ordnance, and 
he supposed the intention of the Govern- 
ment was to give fuller recognition to 
the ever-increasing importance of the 
duties which this officer had to discharge. 
In the Report of the Royal Commission, 
attention was called to the fact that at 
no period previous to 1888 had the 
Commander-in-Chief any responsibility 
in connection with commissariat supply or 
warlike stores, and it was only in 1888 
that there was added to the duties of 
the Commander-in-Chief the control of 
such matters as appertained to the duties 
of the Inspector-General of Fortifica- 
tions. The Government were now re- 
tracing in some degree the course of 
policy by which Mr. Stanhope—acting, 
no doubt, after full consideration— 


Mr. Woodall. 
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added considerably to the burdens and 
responsibility of the Commander-in- 
Chief. In restoring the separate respon- 
sibility of these heads of departments 
they were, therefore, returning as far asthe 
Commander-in-Chief was concerned, to 
the practice that prevailed as recently as 
1888. As it appeared that the separate 
responsibility of such officers as the 
Inspector-General of Fortifications and 
the Director of Artillery was to be 
increased and intensified, it became of 
extreme importance that they should 
only act after consultation, and that the 
deliberations of the board should be pre- 
sided over by the Commander-in-Chief. 
Whether, when a minority recorded a 
protest against the decision of the 
majority of the members of the board, 
they should communicate separately to 
the Secretary of State for War, or 
whether they should  cocamunicate 
through the Commander-in-Chief, was 
a matter worth considering, but one 
which did not affect the fundamental 
principles of change. What was very 
important was that the orders to the 
Army were not to go out in the name of 
the board, but in the name and with the 
authority of the Commander-in-Chief. 
He believed it would be found that 
these changes were not really so very 
novel as they appeared at first sight. 
It was at present no uncommon thing 
for the heads of the departments to 
meet together at what was called the 
Ordnance Council, in order to consider 
matters of importance in which they 
were all concerned, and upon which it 
was desirable to have their separate 
opinions. There was also the council 
which was summoned by the Secretary 
of State and presided over by him in his 
room, and which was known as the War 
Office Council; and, thirdly, there was 
the Committee of the Cabinet. What 
the Committee had heard with satisfac- 
tion, was that it was now intended to 
have regular and periodical meetings, 
instead of intermittent and casual ones 
as hitherto. The Government had been 
very fortunate in finding so distinguished 
an officer as Lord Wolseley ready to 
accept the responsibility involved. He 
trusted that it was not derogatory to the 
position, claims and services of other 
distinguished soldiers to say that the 
career of Lord Wolseley had greatly 
impressed the country. The large 
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experience which he had gained in all 
parts of the world, his services at head- 
quarters, and his ardour and energy in| 
the performance of his duties, rendered | 
him conspicuously competent to fill this | 

ition. Nor should one overlook the 
fact that he had always been most eager 
to recognise high professional quali- 
ties in soldiers, and had always taken | 
marked interest in the welfare of the| 
men of all ranks. He could not but 
think that, inconcert with Lord Wolseley, 
the Government would be able to 
elaborate the skeleton scheme now put 
forward in such a way as would secure 
to the country the great advantages 
anticipated by the Hartington Com- 
mission. 

Sir F. FITZWYGRAM (Hants, | 
Fareham) regretted the decision arrived | 
at respecting the Chief of the Staff. 
The existence of a Chief of the Staff was, 
in his opinion, very disadvantageous to 
an army. Where there was an officer of 
this kind, the general officer in command 
of a force saw through another man’s 
spectacles instead of using his own eyes 
independently. A Chief of the Staff 
might be a most able man, and, if he 
was, let him be Commander-in-Chief, and 
not Chief of the Staff. His belief was 
that the quickest way to ruin an army 
was to substitute the action of a Chief of 
the Staff for the direct action of the 
officer commanding. He wished to say 
a few words with reference to the mili- 
tary staff at Aldershot. That camp was 
of course our best training school, but 
brigade commands ought not to be held 
there for three years. The Commander- 
in-Chief at Aldershot held his appoint- 
ment for five years, and to that he did 
not object, because that officer was or 
ought to be a man of great and tried 
experience. The brigade commands, 
however, were necessarily experimental, 
and the officers holding them might or 
might not be good men. One year was 
quite long enough for them to retain 
their position. One of the chief objects 
of the system was to enable the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, by visiting Aldershot, 
to obtain a knowledge of the capacity of 
the brigadier-generals, so that, when the 
time came for appointing them to 
commands in the field, he might know 
who were the really competent men. 
Now, as regarded the brigadiers they 
were appointed for three years. The 
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officer so appointed might be a very 
good man, or he might not, and in the 
latter case—and he had known such 
cases to occur—the officer, though totally 
incompetent, was retained for three 
years. That was a very great evil. The 
greatest evil of the three years’ tenure, 
however, was that, at the end of the 
term, the Commander-in-Chief had only 
had the opportunity of obtaining a 
knowledge of the capabilities of four 
brigadier-generals, whereas, if they had 
only a year each he would have an oppor- 
tunity of gauging the capabilities of four 
brigadier-generals, or 12 men in three 
years. They had about 50 general 
officers’ commands abroad, and in his 
opinion it would be of the greatest 
possible advantage if the brigadiers were 
appointed for one year each, because it 
would give the Commander-in-Chief in- 
creased opportunities of gauging the 
capacity of those he had to appoint to 
commands abroad. 

*CotoneEL SANDYS (Lancashire, 
Bootle), said the practicability of the 
re-organisation scheme turned on whether 
decentralisation was or was not a reality, 
and he trusted there would be an explicit 
and detailed assurance that such would 
be the case. It was essential that re- 
sponsibility should not be the shuttle- 
cock it had hitherto been made, to be 
played with by one board or another so 
that it was impossible to bring home 
responsibity to anyone. What they 
wanted in the revised scheme was 
centralised responsibility with decentra- 
lised administration, and as one practical 
application of this principle, he was 
convinced that it was of the highest 
military importance that a General com- 
manding a Division or District, should 
not only have command of the troops in 
his Division or District, but that he 
should have the control of every detail 
of the force and of all departments 
attached to it, and be responsible for 
their efficiency and readiness at all times. 
[ Cheers. | 

*Mr. BRODRICK said the discussion 
had been of very great advantage, both 
as regarded the illustration of many 
points and also as affording the Secretary 
of State an opportunity of ascertaining 
the views of many gentlemen who took 
an interest in the subject and of officers 
of great distinction in the Army before 
he issued the Order in Council. Now 
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the remark of his hon. and gallant 
Friend behind him very fairly repre- 
sented the policy of the Government in 
this matter, and also of the late Secre- 
tary of State, whose absence they were 
They aimed at establish- 
ing centralised responsibility with de- 
centralised administration. He quite 
concurred, too, in the statement that 
there was a great deal of red-tape in 
Army administration, and that the evil 
was considerable. Members of this 
House might assist them in some degree 
by not enforcing on the Secretary of 
State the necessity of personally con- 
sidering matters of merely local import- 
ance, on which the Officer Commanding 
was well qualified to decide. He hoped 
the House would give the War Office all 
the assistance it could in carrying out a 
system of decentralisation, and his hon. 
Friend (Mr. Brookfield) might be assured 
that, under thenewsystem and anofiicer of 
Lord Wolseley’s activity, decentralisation 
would be carried out in a practical spirit. 
With regard to the Army Board, he 
should say that every member of it would 
have a right, and in some cases the duty of 
appealing from any decision affecting his 
own department which might be arrived 
at by the Army Board to the Secretary 
of State. As the Leader of the House 
had stated, the whole details of the consti- 
tution of the Council of National Defence 
were not yet arrived at, but the principle 
of it was that a Member of the Cabinet, 
who was not the Secretary of State or 
the First Lord, would be its president. 
It was not the intention that the Army 
Board should settle questions of promo- 
motion. The intention was that promo- 
tions and appointments above the rank 
of major should be brought before the 
Board, who would advise upon them, but 
the responsibility of putting forward 
that promotion or appointment by the 
Secretary of State would rest on the 
Commander-in-Chief. The object was to 
bring the experience of other officers to 
bear on the qualifications of an individual, 
and so to give the Commander-in-Chief 
and Secretary of State an opportunity 
of knowing what has been known of such 
officer in the course of his military 
career. He thought the Government 
might be congratulated that, on the 
whole, they had received from hon. 
Members a favourable consideration 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 








1404 


of the plan put forward. He could 
not sit down without alluding to what 
had fallen from the hon. and gallant 
Member for South-East Durham with 
regard to the Duke of Cambridge. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman, amid the 
cheers of the Committee, had referred 
to the unrivalled knowledge of Army 
matters and details which the Duke of 
Cambridge possessed, to his devotion to 
his duties, and to the confidence with 
which he was regarded by all sections of 
the Army. [ Hear, hear!”] He be- 
lieved that those expressions would be 
endorsed by everyone who, in any capa- 
city, had served, or come in contact with, 
the Duke of Cambridge. [ Hear, hear!” 
For himself he should like to say that 
since he became a Member of the House 
he had several times had the opportunity 
of serving upon committees before which 
the Duke had had to undergo long cross- 
examinations, and Members who had 
not previously come into contact with 
His Royal Highness, and weve not aware 
of the extraordinary command he had of 
the details of every department in the 
Army, had been greatly struck by the 
knowledge and mastery of detail which 
he displayed upon all subjects connected 
with the Army. He took the oppor- 
tunity of adding these few observations 
because he felt that the tribute which 
had been paid by the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman to the Duke of Cambridge, 
who had served the Army for nearly 40 
years as Commander-in-Chief, was one 
that would be re-echoed by all sections of 
the House. [“ Hear, hear!”] He had 
answered the various questions that had 
been raised on this particular Vote, 
which he now appealed to the Committee 
to allow to be taken. 


Supply. 


On the return of the CHAIRMAN after 
the usual interval, 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) said, he desired to draw atten- 
tion to the financial aspect of the re- 
organisation of the Department of the 
Commander-in-Chief. Some questions 
on the subject were put to the First 
Lord of the Treasury yesterday. From 
the replies as published in the news- 
papers it would appear that under the 
new regulations the retiring allowance 


of a Field-Marshal would be £1,300; 
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but that, in addition to this allowance, 
His Royal Highness the present Com- 
mander-in-Chief was entitled under the 
old regulations to unattached pay at the 
higher rate of £2,200 as Honorary 
Colonel of the Grenadier Guards. He 
then asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the principle which had been 
adopted in regard to the abolition of 
offices, and invariably in cases of long 
service—namely, that the holder of the 
abolished office continued in the receipt 
of his full salary for life—would be 
applied to the case of the Commander-in- 
Chief; and to this, according to the 
newspaper reports, the First Lord re- 
plied :— 


“Tam told that a Staff appointment cannot 
be regarded as coming within the ordinary 
category of those posts in regard to which special 
terms are given to the holders on abolition.” 


He had since been informed that the 
reports in the newspapers did not ade- 
quately represent the decision of the 
Government in the matter. He hoped 
that if any mistake had been made it 
was in the direction of having minimised 
the intention of the Government in 
respect to what he must describe as the 
very inadequate allowance proposed to 
be given to the Commander-in-Chief 
after the many years he had been in the 
service of the country. No doubt many 
people thought that those who held for 
many years posts of distinction to which 
adequate remuneration was attached had 
no claim on the public purse when the 
time came for them to surrender their 
offices. But that view had never been 
the view of Parliament. Parliament 
had always been extremely jealous of 
interference with individual claims and 
rights, and it distinctly laid down the 
rule, which was applied in the Civil 
Service, that the abolition of an office 
carried with it the enjoyment by the 
holder of his full pay as a pension for life. 
He thought that this ruleshould be applied 
to the case of the Commaader-in-Chief. 
The paragraphs which had appeared in 
the newspapers on the subject showed 
that the general feeling was that, if 
changes were required in the interests 
of the country, suitable provision should 
be made for the retiring Commander-in- 
Chief. The taxpayers of this country had 
always displayed a desire to see justice 
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done to those whose position was affected 
in the interests of the country. If public 
opinion erred in this matter it was on 
the side of generosity rather than on that 
of technical adherence to supposed pre- 
cedents. He hoped the Government 
would not allow themselves to be 
strangled with red-tape, but would take 
a broad and generous view of the ques- 
tion. It might be argued that the office 
of Commander-in-Chief had not been 
abolished, and that the precedents 
applicable to abolition were not there- 
fore to the point. If the Great Seal 
were thrown into the Thames, and the 
duties of the Lord High Chancellor, to- 
gether with the title, were allocated to a 
County Court Judge, it would be equally 
true to say that the office of the Lord 
High Chancellor had not been abolished. 
Whatever the formula employed, every- 
one knew that the Commander-in-Chief 
was practically abolished. Again, it 
might be argued that a Staff Officer only 
held his post during pleasure, and that 
no retiring allowance had ever been 
claimed or granted in connection with 
a staff appointment. But even then it 
was to be remembered that the present 
Commander-in-Chief was appointed to 
what was practically his present office 
39 years ago, long before those bewilder- 
ing warrants, which succeeded one an- 
other so rapidly, were issued by the 
War Office. The post had always been 
held to be altogether exempt from the 
operation of these warrants and general 
orders. Some of the predecessors of the 
present Commander-in-Chief held office 
even later in life than he. The Duke of 
Wellington was older by some years ; 
and he could find no precedent for re- 
tirement without any recognition what- 
ever of the claims of long service. What 
were the financial provisions proposed to 
be made on the retirement of the present 
Commander-in-Chief? He would not 
dwell on the personal claims of His 
Royal Highness; they had been fully 
and cordially recognised on all hands. 
He approached this question from the 
point of view of the public, and he desired 
to see fair-play and justice done. The 
particular honorary coloneley which the 
Duke of Cambridge held carried with it 
£2,200 a year; but the post of colonel 
could be held without any military ser- 
vice whatever being rendered by the 
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holder. Therefore it was no retiring 
allowance in respect of the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief. The pay of this honor- 
ary command was quite beside the ques- 
tion, for it was not in any case with- 
drawn, except for gross misconduct. The 
general feeling of the country was that 
no public servant who had served his 
country with fidelity for nearly 40 years, 
be his rank what it might, should be 
dismissed without any recognition in the 
shape of an allowance, and simply with 
the assurance that he should not be 
deprived of that which he might have 
held all his life without any service at 
all. [‘ Hear, hear!” 

THe FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY: My right hon. Friend has 
called the attention of the House to a 
statement of mine which, though re- 
ported with perfect accuracy in the news- 
papers, appears to have given rise to some 
misconception. I have looked over my 
answer, and it still seems to me to con- 
vey my views; but those are not the 
views with which I have been credited. 
The very few words which I shall say I 
wish to dissociate from any special refer- 
ence to the present Commander-in-Chief. 
I wish simply to explain the principles 
on which, as I understand the matter, 
the War Office and the Treasury have 
always acted in connection with this 
question of pensions. I am anxious to 
dissociate the statement from the per- 
sonal question connected with the present 
Commander-in-Chief, because the very 
warm regard in which he is held in all 
parts of the House, and the great sense 
of what the Army owes to him, introduce 
elements which really may be left on one 
side in what ought to be a bare state- 
ment of the principles hitherto accepted. 
My right hon. Friend thinks that what 
has recently occurred—the recent changes 
announced in connection with Army 
organisation—amounts to the abolition 
of the office of Commander-in-Chief, and 
that, in consequence of that abolition, 
abolition terms should be given to the 
present holder of the office. I think my 
right hon. Friend hasfallen into twoerrors. 
His first error is to suppose that the office 
is abolished. It was, indeed, recom- 
mended by the Hartington Commission 
that abolition should take place, but in 
that important particular the present 
Government differ from the recommenda- 
tions of that Report, and we have 
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{COMMONS} 








Supply. 1408 


decided that the office of Commander-in- 
Chief, though modified in important 
particulars, should still remain. In the 
second place, abolition terms are only 
given to the holder of an office who is 
turned out in order that the office may 
be abolished. That certainly is not at 
all the case in regard to His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Cambridge, who 
relinquished the office, and the relinquish- 
ment having been determined on, the 
late Government took the opportunity of 
making those changes in the constitution 
of the War Office which a large number 
of Army reformers had for a great many 
years been pressing. 

‘* But,” says my right hon. Friend, “it isa 
case in which there ought to be a pension, 
because the service as Commander-in-Chief has 
been extended over many years, and in every 
such case a pension is given.”’ 


My right hon. Friend appears to confuse 
pensioned services and unpensioned ser- 
vices. A pension is practically deferred 
pay. But in dealing with unpensionable 
service we are bound to consider that the 
full remuneration is given year by year 
for services rendered, and therefore the 
accumulation of many years of service 
does not obviously set up any claim to a 
pension. Such is the general arrange- 
ment. And then I come to the last 
point in my right hon. Friend’s criticism. 
He says that my answer given yesterday 
implied that the £2,200 which His Royal 
Highness is enti led to ashonorary colonel 
of the regiment of Guards ought to be 
sufficient for any pension he would 
derive from what is a pensionable office 
—that is, the office of Field-Marshal. I 
think my right hon. Friend has fallen 
into some confusion, owing to the ex- 
treme brevity with which I answered the 
question put to me yesterday, and, if the 
Committee will bear with me, I will 
endeavour to explain exactly how the 
matter stands. Field-Marshals, with 
other officers in the Army, may either 
hold their positions under the old system 
or the new system—that is to say, they 
may either have a claim to a retiring 
allowance or something equivalent to 
that under the system which prevailed 
before the introduction of those Army 
reforms which were initiated about a 
quarter of a century ago, or they may 
hold their appointments under the new 
system of retiring allowances which, 
under Mr. Childers, was sanctioned in 
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1881. If the officer holds his appoint- 
ment under the new system, a Field- 
Marshal would be entitled, as a retiring 
allowance, to £1,300 a year, but His 
Royal Highness the Duke of Cambridge 
does not hold his position under the new 
but under the old system, and therefore 
it is necessary for me to explain a little 
what that old system is. As I am in- 
formed, under the old system an officer 
has the right to make choice of one of 
two alternatives, whichever he may 
think best for him. He may either re- 
tire on half pay or he may retire upon 
the pay of one of the honorary colonelcies, 
of which there was a certain number 
given to distinguished officers. He 
might do either, but he could not do 
both. Therefore it will be observed that 
my right hon. Friend is not strictly 
accurate when he draws a very sharp dis- 
tinction between the pay of an honorary 
coloneley and a retiring allowance. My 
right hon. Friend said, and said _per- 
fectly truly, that if His Royal Highness 
the Duke of Cambridge had never been 
Commander-in-Chief at all and if he had 
not done one stroke of work for the public 
during all these long years, still he 
would have the £2,200 a year as 
honorary colonel of the regiment of 
Guards ; that is perfectly accurate and 
should not be forgotten by the Com- 
mittee. On the other hand, if I have 
made it clear to hon. Members exactly 
what the old system of retiring allow- 
ances was, they will see that these 
honorary colonelcies and the remunera- 
tion attaching to them were considered, 
under the old system, as to be taken 
account of in dealing with the retiring 
allowances of officers in the Army. 
Therefore it is not quite accurate to say 
that we may put this £2,200 entirely on 
one side and regard it as a source of 
emolument to the Duke wholly distinct 
from anything in the nature of a retiring 
allowance. I admit this is a technical 
and rather difficult question, but I hope 
in these few words I have explained 
what the practice of the War Office has 
been in regard to every officer, and that 
T have made clear by adequate supple- 
ment my answer of yesterday, which, 
however correctly given, has perhaps 
through my own method of statement 
led to some misapprehension. 

*CoLtonEL BLUNDELL said, when he 
remembered that a Lord Chancellor after 
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a few years in office received an allow- 
ance of £5,000 a year he could not but 
contrast it with the very different posi- 
tion of the retiring head of our Army, 
and he thought the latter was very un- 
fairly treated. Of His Royal Highness 
he could only say that he remembered 
him long ago in the “sixties,” when the 
Duke was admitted to be the best leader 
of a mixed force that we then had, and 
the best commander of a cavalry brigade. 
Many men now living could well remem- 
ber the Duke at Wimbledon. The day 
would come when the country would feel 
disgraced by what had appeared in the 
papers in reference to this subject. The 
Duke of Cambridge had ever done his 
duty to the best of his power, and during 
his administration the army had done 
great work. Tel-el-Kebir was a his- 
torical campaign and reflected the 
greatest credit on the officers concerned. 
It was a stroke of genius to carry the 
Army across the desert in the dark, and 
the rush on Cairo showed that the Com- 
manding General knew how to reap the 
fruits of victory. 

*Toz CHAIRMAN: The hon. and 
gallant Member will see that Tel-el- 
Kebir is rather wide of the Vote. 

*CoLonEL BLUNDELL contended that 
if the younger officers in the Army who 
had not served in the light regiments 
had had their way, the power of perform- 
ing simple movements accurately would 
have been lost, and the Army could not 
have been carried across the Desert. 
The Duke insisted on a firm drill being 
maintained. 

GeneraL GOLDSWORTHY (Han- 
mersmith) said he joined in support of 
the appeal to the Leader of the House 
that he would see if something could be 
done to show adequate recognition of the 
services of the Commander-in-Chief. 
There could be no doubt that the officers 
of the Army were underpaid. Their 
necessary expenses for uniforms and 
equipment were very heavy, and in com- 
parison with civil employment it could 
not be said that the Army was fairly 
treated. He hoped the Government 
would rise above “red-tape ” considera- 
tions, and see that adequate recognition 
was forthcoming of the services of His 
Royal Highness. He congratulated the 
Government on the general desire shown 
during the discussion to help forward 
the changes about to take place, and as 
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an Old soldier he expressed the hope that 
the country would succeed in getting as 
good a Commander in-Chief as His 
Royal Highness had been. 

*Mr. LUTTRELL (Devon, Tavistock) 
said, he had intended, when this Vote 
was last before the House, to mention 
two subjects of local interest, but had 
not found the opportunity. The first 
of these questions had reference to 
artillery firing on Dartmoor. The Ar- 
tillery now practise over a large por- 
tion of the moor, and in connection with 
this practice very serious inconvenience 
resulted to small farmers and cotters 
whose holdings adjoined the moor, and 
also to tourists and others who used the 
moor for health and recreation. There 
was no wish that the Artillery should be 
removed from their present position ; 
the advantages of that position were 
recognised ; all that was desired was 
that the firing should be regulated in 
some way, so as: not to interfere alto- 
gether with the public enjoyment and 
usage of the moor. At present the 
firing could be carried on for six days in 
the week, and the request he had to 
make on behalf of the inhabitants of the 
locality was that the firing should be 
confined to five days in the week—that 
one day should be free from firing, and 
the suggestion was that that day should 
be Saturday. In favour of that sugges- 
tion it could be said that, from a military 
point of view, Saturday was almost a 
dies non, work being seldom done after 
mid-day. It would not greatly interfere 
with artillery practice if it were laid 
down that there should be no firing on 
that day. He laid stress on the import- 
ance of having this clearly laid down, 
for if it remained possible for the firing 
to take place on Saturday people could 
not make arrangements without the risk 
of danger. Farmers often had to drive 
cattle from long distances, and it was 
important to them to know when the 
moor would be free from firing. It was 
also important for arrangements to be 
made for the tourist season. The other 

General Goldsworthy. 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 1419 


question he desired to bring under 
notice had already been the subject of 
correspondence with the Military Autho- 
rities and of enquiries in the House. It 
related to the use of land for allotments 
in the village of Egg-Buckland, some 
three miles from Plymouth. There 
was a large muster of artisans and men 
employed in the dockyard who desired 
to have allotments. To no men could 
allotments be more useful than to these 
men, whose daily work lay in the 
towns and often within doors. To them 
they would be useful, both for growing 
vegetables and also for the purposes 
of health. 


These men naturally 
and rightly desired to have _allot- 
ments; but they found themselves 


unable to get them. The principal 
landowner was the War Office, which 
owned 300 acres; they had applied to 
the War Office and had been refused. 
They had applied to all owners who had 
land within a reasonable distance, and 
each landowner said, and nwt unreason- 
ably— 


‘Tam willing to let you have land, but you 
must pay for it at its prospective value as 
building land.’’ 


The State was the only owner of land 
that was at agricultural value. For 
the State land being adjacent to a fort, 
unlike the surrounding land, had no 
prospective building value, and conse- 
quently had only an agricultural value. 
He brought the matter before the last 
Government and got nothing more than 
sympathy. One answer was that the 
Adjutant General would go down and 
make enquiry, and ascertain whether it 
would be possible to make any conces- 
sion consistent with military require- 
ments. He contended that it would be 
quite possible to make the concession 
which was asked for; land could be 
spared without involving any interfer- 
ance with military requirements. The 
War Office would not have to deal with a 
numberof individuals, because they would 
let the land to the Parish Council. He 
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could prove that the allotment seekers 
could not get land from private owners, 
and that the satisfaction of their wants 
would not interfere with the require- 
ments of the Military Authorities. He 
therefore appealed to the Under Secre- 
tary to let the matter remain an open 
question until he had given it full con- 
sideration. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powe t- 
Wit.14Ms, Birmingham, 8.) said, that the 
War Office would give very careful con- 
sideration to the request of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Tavistock. It was obvious that 
there might be serious objections to allow- 
ing land which was in the hands of the 
War Office for military purposes to be 
taken for allotments. If the persons to 
whom they had been granted should 
have to be afterwards disturbed, then 
blame would be thrown upon the War 
Office. As the hon. Member knew, the 
question was not without its difficulties, 
and it should have careful consideration. 
With regard to the Artillery practice on 
Dartmoor and the request that it should 
be discontinued on Saturdays, he might 
state that it was only occasionally that 
the Artillery was at Dartmoor. Of 
course, it was well known that Dart- 
moor was used on Saturdays by large 
numbers for holiday purposes. The re- 
quest made that their enjoyment should 
not be interfered with by artillery prac- 
tice was a reasonable one, and on behalf 
of the War Office he would promise that 
the matter should have full consideration 
with a view to the request being 
granted. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) de- 
sired to call attention to a grievance 
attending the appropriation of land for 
military purposes at Ballincolly in his 
constituency, where eight or nine 
labourers had been evicted on the advice 
of Lord Wolseley. The annexation of 
this land for military purposes was 
strongly objected to, and it had thrown 
on the rates a number of poor men who 


had been deprived of their holdings. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY moved “That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 123 ; 
Noes, 18.—(Division List No. 35.) 


Question put accordingly, and agreed 
to. 


SMALL ARMS AMMUNITION. 
On the Vote of £1,242,000 (including 
a Supplementary sum of £70,000), to 
complete the sum for Warlike and 
other Stores : Supply and Repair, 


*Mr. BRODRICK said : Mr. Lowther, 
the Committee will desire some explana- 
tion of the supplementary sum for small 
arms ammunition. The sum proposed 
to be asked for is £70,000 in addition to 
the Estimates placed before the House 
in March. I desire to explain the 
matter as briefly as possible. But it is 
necessary to justify the proposals put 
before the Committee, and show that the 
Vote previously given was justified by 
the present condition of the reserves of 
small arms ammunition. Inso doing I 
propose to dismiss all questions of 
recrimination between this Government 
and the last with respect to the matter. 
I much regret that the late Secretary for 
War finds himself unable to be present. 
But in his absence I propose simply to 
deal with the facts, and lay them before 
the Committee, and leave the Committee 
to decide whether the proposal we make 
is beyond what it is reasonable to ask. 
There are three main causes of difference 
between ourselves and the last Govern- 
ment in the methods we adopt. The 
late Government justified the provision 
for which they asked at the beginning 
of the year, on the ground that they 
were not providing for all the troops at 
home, but those under mobilisation and 
for the defence of London in garrisons, 
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who would be put in line at the commenc- 
ment of any peril of invasion. We have 
looked at the matter from a different 
point of view. We find by the 
mobilisation tables adopted by the late 
Government that about 315,000 men 
were to be provided with ammunition, 
but the total force of men available in 
case of invasion is not 315,000, but 
525,000. Therefore, as our first point 
of departure, we think it is necessary 
and incumbent upon us to consider 
what store of ammunition exists to 
equip every man who holds a carbine 
or rifle, and who is_ serving in 
the ranks. We have adopted for our 


basis in this respect the tables of equips 


ment laid down by the military 
authorities, and which are accessible to 
every Member of the House, and they 
lay down the equipment of small arms 
ammunition as between 60 and 400 
rounds, according to the class of soldier 
and to the positions which they are to 
occupy in garrisons or outside. What 
we submit to the Committee is, that if 
this House is to be asked to pay for the 
clothing of the Army and provide for 


their maintenance, it is not in reason toy 


stop short there and leave them without 
ammunition. If these men are necessary 
for the defence of the country and are 
to be maintained, then, unquestionably, 
I believe the Committee would be ready 
to equip them with ammunition 
according to the table deliberately laid 
down. 
I believe, commend itself to every 
sensible man in the community. The 
second point we are at issue with the 
late Government about is, that I do not 
think they took into account the 
enormous leakage of ammunition that 
took place during the first six months of 
the financial year. In the summer, 
when we discussed the matter last, I 
remember that the late Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office, in estimating 
what were the available supplies of 
ammunition, took not what was in the 
locker on the Ist April or June last, 
Mr. Brodrick, 
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when he spoke, but what was in the 
locker at the beginning of April, and 
added to it all the supplies he had 
ordered and hoped to have in the locker 
in the course of January, February, and 
March. It is useless for us to say we 
hope to have a certain number of 
supplies in the course of next year. In 
the first six months of the financial year 
we actually shot off 42 or 44 millions of 
rounds, which we cannot hope to re- 
rplace until the beginning of next year. 
The third point of difference with the 
late Government is that, in our opinion, 
they took too sanguine a view of the 
amounts to be received from trade firms 
during this and next year. The right 
hon. Gentleman the late Secretary of 
State for War wrote a letter on the sub- 
ject, in which he alluded to the immense 
sources of private supply developed in 
this country. We, however, ought not 
to use exaggerated terms about such a 
matter. The provision of small-arm 
ammunition loaded with cordite has been 
undertaken by two firms, but up to the 
present moment not a single round has 
been received from them and passed into 
tthe Service. It is perfectly true that 
the Government factories at Woolwich 
are turning out completed rounds of am- 
munition very satisfactorily, but it is 
impossible to speak of the immense 
sources of private supply as_ being 
realised when we have not got a single 
cartridge in our possession from a trade 
firm. ([ Hear, hear!”] The Govern- 
ment quite admit that if the Govern- 
ment factories are to be worked double 
shifts, so as to expand the production 
three or four times, and the trade firms 
turned out a definite quantity of am- 
munition, that might be considered a 
source of strength and safety. But we 
are not in that position. The Govern- 
ment factories are the only source on 
which we can rely, though we hope 
that in the course of time private firms 
will be able to add to the supply. The 
net result of the position in which the 
Government find themselves, putting 
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the matter in the lightest way, is that 
on September 30th next, when the 
shooting for the year will be over and 
the leakage has reached its highest 
point, and the production from trade 
firms has not begun, we shall be short 
by the equipment regulations for all 
~troops of 104 rounds per man. To put 
it in another way, if the whole of the 
Army and Militia are provided with 
the full equipment laid down, we shall 
be short on that day of almost every 
single round which has been assigned 
to the Volunteers. There are about 
200,000 Volunteers, who will not have 
- asingle round to fire. These facts, I think, 
fully justify the Vote given in the last 
Parliament —{“ hear, alg BP de- 
mand the serious attention of the Com- 
mittee. The Committee may ask what the 
Government propose to do. Iwill ask hon. 
Members to keep clear in their minds 
three different terms used with regard 
to the supply of the Army—first, the 
annual maintenance, which merely re- 
presents what is to be shot away during 
the year’s practice ; secondly, the equip- 
ment of troops, varying from 60 to 400 
rounds per man, which ought to be in 
store and available for everyone who 
takes the field ; while beyond that is the 
question of what reserve ought to be 
laid up at home. There are reserves in 
existence for the troops in the Colonies 
and India, while every foreign Power 
has a reserve; and this country ought 
not to be in the unique position of hav- 
ing no reserves at home. ([* Hear, 
hear!”| The late Secretary for War 
asked for an annual maintenance of 
£273,000 for small arm ammunition, 
but the contracts came out more favour- 
ably than was expected, for £40,000 of 
that sum became available for making 
up the deficient equipment. To that 
amount the present Government added 
£70,000, making in all £110,000 to 
spend during this year for the purpose ; 
and with that amount we hope by 
March 31st next to have the regulation 
equipment for every rifle and carbine 
which might be called out on mobilisa- 
tion. [‘ Hear, hear!”] I may be asked 
how it is proposed to obtain this 
ammunition. We have laid it down for 
our special guidance that it is not 
sufficient to take the Vote and give the 
order, but that we must receive the 
ammunition. [“ Hear, hear!”| We 
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cannot, therefore, undertake to give the 
order to trade firms whose supplies 
might be rejected, leaving the War Office 
to find themselves with half their money 
unexpended. We have looked round to 
see the most economical and efficient 
way of getting the ammunition, and we 
have decided that it is desirable to order 
from trade firms by contract all the 
components which we can get for 
ammunition and to make them up at~— 
Woolwich. More, of course, remains to 
be done. I cannot pledge next year’s 
Estimates, but the policy of the Govern- 
ment is that during the great leakage of 
the summer months there shall be no 
moment at which the regulation equip- 
ment is not available for all the troo 
in the United Kingdom. What is to 
done with regard to a reserve is a matter 
which the Secretary of State will care- 
fully consider with the Commander-in- 
Chief and his military advisers in the 
course of the autumn. The question is 
not a Party one, and before the Party 
Vote was taken upon it every effort was 
made, publicly and privately, to induce 
the then heads of the War Office to take 
a different view. I addressed a letter 
containing every argument which I have 
put forward in this House to the late 
Secretary of State, asking him, as it was 
a national question, to make a different 
calculation. The Government, however, 
are not giving these orders to justify 
their late Vote, but because we believe 
the position to be an unsound one, and 
because we think that the deficiency 
ought to be made good within a reason- 
able time. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] We con- 
fidently expect that the policy which 
we have laid down will receive the 
sanction of the Committee as well as 
the support of the country. [Cheers.] 
*Mr. WOODALL: T will imitate 
the example of the hon. Gentleman 
by avoiding all recriminations, and 
I will not follow his example when in 
Opposition by calling in question the 
opinion which he has now expressed with 
all the authority appertaining to his office. 
The position of the late Government was 
that the Estimates were prepared for 
them by the officer who was charged 
with the responsibility of saying what 
are the proper stores and the necessary 
reserves required for the Army. The 
demands of the Director of Artillery, so 
far from being cut down, were increased 
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by about 70 or 74 per cent., owing to 
the diminished cost of production. The 
point upon which I think we have been 
mainly at difference has been that my 
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producing powers of Government fac- 
tories and to develop the resources of 
the private trade, and, though no 
cordite ammunition has yet been re- 


right hon. Friend (Sir Henry Campbellteeived from the latter source, I chal- 


Bannerman) relied upon the authority of 
the professional Chief, whose office was 
increased in importance by his prede- 
cessor (Mr. Stanhope), and it was a 
little anomalous to have such an officer 
so appointed if no regard were to be 
paid to his advice. There is a certain 
irony in the fact that the dignity and 
importance of that office is to be still 
further increased under the new Ad- 
ministrative Scheme which has been so 
recently under discussion, and its holder 
is to have a still higher status as a 
Member of the Army Board, and pre- 
sumably higher pay. On the other 
hand, the calculations of the Under 
Secretary, on which the additional Vote 
now demanded is based, are of a non- 
professional character, unsupported by 
any pretension to official authority. But 
I go further than that; for, having a 
great desire at that time to find employ- 
ment for a number of men at Woolwich, 
I pressed upon the Director of Artillery 
to allow the factories to be employed to 
a fuller extent. But Sir Robert Hay 
said :— 

‘No, I will not have more ammunition under 
my care than I can see turned over properly 
from time to time in the course of the year.” 

I have never questioned the stability or 
durability of cordite, but I do not desire 
to shut my ears and eyes to the views of 


lenge hon. Gentlemen opposite to say 
that they have any doubts of its being 
forthcoming. The controversy has been 
limited to small-arms ammunition. The 
Leader of the House admitted that if 
the ordnance factories were kept going 
with two shifts of 48 hours each, they 
are capable of turning out two and 
a-half millions a week. As a matter of 
fact, we have actually turned out of the 
ordnance factories with one shift of 48 
hours one and a-half millions ; while, at 
the time I am speaking, the factories are 
turning out only three-quarters of a 
million, to satisfy the requirements of the 
time. One fact was overlooked by the 
Under Secretary in the course of his 
speech: he did not fully estimate the 
extraordinary reduction that has taken 
place in recent years in the cost of pro- 
duction. What had cost £6 could be 
had for £4 10s., and probably now for 
£4. The Government now asked that 
an additional £70,000 should be ex- 
pended during the current year. For 
that sum I estimate that they can 
have 16 or 17 million cartridges, which 
can easily be turned out from their 
own factories (in addition to the normal 
output) in 24 weeks, and, if the require- 
ment is as urgent as the Government 
represents, in 10 weeks. As to cordite, 
Waltham is only working up to two- 


people well qualified to judge, and whetthirds of its capacity. Any increased 


maintain that the peculiar properties of 
nitro-glycerine compounds are such as 
to make them, under certain conditions, 
possibly treacherous and unreliable; and, 
therefore, while a full supply of ammu- 
nition should be provided for all pur- 


demands for cordite can be easily met, 
and it was the policy of the late Govern- 
ment to increase the powers of produc- 
tion, so as to be able to obtain all that 
was required at short notice. The com- 
pleteness of that increased capacity is 


poses, we should be careful not to in--tmow acknowledged. I heard with great 


crease its store beyond what the services 
require. Our policy was that, while it 
was unwise to provide more than was 
necessary for our needs and for reserves, 
steps should be taken to increase the 


satisfaction the reference made to the 
policy of the Government in obtaining 
components and having them made up 
themselves. A large area adjoins the 
works at Sparkbrook, where small-arms 
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ammunition can be made from cordite 
obtainable from Waltham, and other 
components obtained in Birmingham 
itself As far as I am concerned, I am 
willing to look on this cordite matter 
as a spent controversy ; and I do not 
think, after the Vote which they ob- 
tained in the late Parliament on the 
small-arms Estimate, that the Govern- 
ment can well do less than put for- 
ward this supplementary Estimate for 
ammunition. The points 
which have been raised collaterally with 
this dispute regarding the capability of 
cordite and its suitability for purposes, 
not only of small-arms ammunition, but 
for ammunition of all kinds, do not arise 
upon the present occasion. I do, how- 
ever, think it particularly fortunate for 
us that we possess an explosive substance 
capable of being used, not merely for 
small-arms, but for quick-firing and 
large guns. In this cordite stands alone 
amongst the different smokeless powders. 
T shall be very glad to hear whether the 
Government really doubt the capacity 
of their own products to fulfil all that is 
required of them ; and I shall be sur- 
prised to hear from the Under Secretary 
that he considers that no reliance is 
to be placed upon the contractors to 
whom orders have been intrusted. Their 
demands, however, as I have shown, 
can be easily met by their own fac- 
tories, without resort to outsiders ; and 
if they are satisfied that their demand 
for £70,000 will suffice to meet the 
great deficiency they pictured two 
months ago, and will be adequate for 
what they conceive to be the wants of 
the country, I can only say it gives an 
aspect to the controversy with which I 


~am not disposed to quarrel. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean) said, his hon. 
Friend had made, in the earlier part of 
the afternoon, upon another Vote, a most 
excellent speech, and had carried the 
House with him. That was not the case, 
however, with the speech they had just 
listened to. The earlier speech was per- 
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fectly clear and lucid, but in the last 
speech the hon. Gentleman had been 
foggy, he had wandered all round the 
subject, and had talked of the merits and 
possible effects of cordite, and other 
matters which had nothing to do with 
the question before the House. That 
question was simply whether they had 
been justified in giving the Vote which 
turned out the late Government on the 
point of the efficiency of our stores, and 


They had had now three Debates as to 
this ammunition. In the original Debate 
the late Secretary of State for War 
spoke seven or eight times, but never 


the position. If he had not taken great 
interest in this question of the defi- 
ciency of stores in years past, he should 
have had very great difficulty in making 
up his mind which way to vote, or 
whether he should vote at all, because 
the Debate was by no means a clear and 
incisive one. 
main point of the Government then was 
that they vouched the Military Authori- 
ties on their side. In the second Debate, 
at the end of the last Parliament, the 
late Secretary for War vouched the 
Adjutant-General, but did not mention 
the officer who had been named now. 

*Mr. WOODALL: The opinion of the 
Director of Artillery was confirmed 
absolutely by the assurance of the Adju- 
tant-General. 

*Srr C. DILKE said, he‘ was not for 
one moment doubting the good faith of 
his hon. Friend, or contesting the exact 
literal truth of what he had said; he 
was pointing out the fact that that 
officer was not vouched on that occasion. 
What was the military opinion quoted 
by the late Secretary for War? The 
right hon. Gentleman said :—“ The 
Adjutant-General, I believe, takes this 
view of the case,”—that was with regard 
to responsibility,—“ he says that he did 
not profess, nor do I profess, that the 
store of small arms ammunition is what 
may be called full and adequate.” 





especially of our small-arms ammunition. — 


gave any clear or definite statement of — 


They understood that the 
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[Cheers.] The hon. Member for Hanley 
had now named the Director of Artillery, 
and stated that that gentleman even 
went so far as to say, “I will not have 
more of thisammunition.” But was that 
consistent with the opinion of the Adju- 
tant-General? [‘Hear, hear!”] The 
Under-Secretary for War had told them 
that we had no reserve of small-arms 
ammunition in this country, and had 
rightly said that every other country had 
In India there was a full and 
ample supply of equipment, and also of 
reserve; but we in this country had 
neither. Why was that? He was 
afraid it was because India paid for it, 
and because in this country Govern- 
ments on both sides, having to come 
before the House of Commons, saved 
upon the things that were not seen, such 
as stores and ammunition, and spent the 
money on the things that made a show. 
And yet India, from its geographical 
situation, could not be attacked without 
due warning, whereas this country might 
at any moment be plunged in a very 
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wonderful manufacturing establishment 
in proportion to her size, and had greater 
facilities for turning out cartridges than 
this country had proportionately, her 
establishments broke down, and a humi- 
liating peace had to be concluded within 
a very few days of the outbreak of war. 
He expressed the belief that a wholesome 
lesson had been given to those who had 
neglected the stores and supplies of this 
country, and hoped that the War Office 
would make it impossible that our repu- 
tation should sustain any damage from 
this cause in future. 

Mr. J. G. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
contended that cordite was not a satis- 
factory powder. The erosion that took 
place in the barrels of the rifles in which 
cordite cartridges were used was con- 
The erosion would continue 
as long as they continued the present 
system. Not one of the continental 
nations would look at this smokeless 
powder, and the late Government were 
quite right and justified in not providing 
a large supply of an article which was 


serious war without any warning what-tot satisfactory. He for one would be 


ever, so that there would be no time to 
prepare these reserves. He could not 
treat this as a Party matter, he had 
—voted against his own Party upon it, 
and he blamed both Conservatives and 
Liberals alike. The Under Secretary for 
War had made an admission which was 
just as damaging as any admission made 
by Members of their own Party—namely, 
that the contention of the present 
Government was not that there ever had 


~— been an ample reserve. [‘ Hear, hear ! ”] 


This was a national deficiency, and it 
was a very good thing that circumstances 
should have called such marked atten- 
tion to the subject as to prevent these 
deficiencies in the future. The hon. 
Member for Hanley had relied very much 
upon the power of manufacture. They 
could not, however, argue from what had 
occurred in the past as to what would 
occur in the future. The case of Servia 
was the only case which could be cited, 
and in that case, although Servia had a 
Sir C. Dilke. 


no party to spending £70,000 in addi- 
tion to the original Vote to provide a 
large stock of cordite. There was only 
one firm, and the machinery had to be 
laid down. They could not throw 
machinery together and gather plant in 
a few minutes. Then, after they laid it 
down, they had to get it in working order. 
The late Government, in his opinion, had 
take every precaution and had arranged 
for cartridges, and the line they pursued 
was a very prudent one. He expected 
the £70,000 would be a mere trifle com- 
pared to what would be spent on plant 
and machinery. Probably before they 
had done with the job it would cost half 
a million. He urged that they should 
be told the extent of the contract. He 
had been a manufacturer for many years, 
and he knew the cost of some of the 
articles which would be required. It 
was noticeable that they did not prepare 
any of this cordite for machine guns, 
except for large guns. He regretted 
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they had only two machines in Chitral. 
If they had taken more the results 
would have been better. 
Dr. TANNER also urged that it was 
a danger to have too large a stock of this 
peculiar combustible, which was made of 
nitric acid, gun cotton and vaseline. 
Such a mixture must produce great 
corrosion. This was the very last speech 
that he was going to trouble himself with 
—{Cheers and laughter|—but he wished 
in conclusion to impress on the Com- 
mittee the danger of this corrosive. 
He desired to know whether it was the 
fact that by storage cordite became less 
efficient, and that in different tempera- 
tures it had different effects ? The hon. 
Member concluded by stating that this 
was the last speech he would make during 
the present Session. 

*Mr. WOODALL said, he desired to 
complete the quotation made by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean from the speech of the late 
Secretary of State for War. My right 
hon. Friend said :— 


Sunply. 


‘Sir Redvers Buller did not profess, nor do I 
profess, that the store of small-arm ammunition 
is what may be called full and ample. Well, 
neither is the store of anything else full and ample 
in the abstract. We should be very glad, froma 
military point of view, to have more of almost 
everything, and that is the sense in which I sa 
that the store of ammunition is not full or over- 
flowing. But the Adjutant General says, and 
I also believe, that it is amply sufficient to equip 
the whole of the defensive forces which we can 
mobilise in this country, and we have abundant 
ammunition—loads is the expression used to me 
by the Adjutant General—for any force that 
we could possibly send abroad, while all foreign 
stations are full up.”’ 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £192,000, to complete the 
charge for Medical Establishment, Pay, 
&ec.,—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £360,000, to complete 
the charge for the Militia, Pay and 
Allowances, 


*Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft) said, he desired to bring 
before the Under Secretary the case of 
a constituent of his, who felt very sorely 
a grievance which he suffered at the 
hands of the War Office. The gentleman 
In question was Colonel Stewart, who 
commanded the Donegal Artillery Militia. 
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In the early part of last year he felt it 
to be his duty to address a complaint to 
his superior officer, Colonel Perry, with 
reference to the conduct of two non- 
commissioned officers attached to his 
regiment. The complaint was confined 
absolutely to the conduct of these two 
men, and with reference to it Colonel 
Perry made the observation in writing 
that Colonel Stewart showed a very 
decided personal animus towards the 
members of the permanent staff. That 
was one of the gravest allegations which 
could be made against one of Her 
Majesty’s officers, and Colonel Stewart 
requested that an inquiry should be held 
into the grounds of that allegation. He 
would remind the Under Secretary that 
that course was in accordance with 
Section 42 of the Army Act, which 
made it obligatory on the Commander- 
in-Chief to examine the complaint of 
any officer who felt himself wronged in 
this way. The matter was brought 
before the House on 3rd July last year 
by the hon. Member for East Down. 
On that occasion the late Secretary of 
State for War, in the course of his reply, 
said he thought the observation in ques- 
tion was not an observation that ought 
to have been made. Colonel Stewart 
then offered to waive his right to inquiry 


Y | if the Secretary of State would ask for 


an apology and withdrawal of the ex- 
pression onthe part of the superior officer. 
Colonel Stewart had for many years 
been the commanding officer of this 
regiment, and his ancestors had been 
identified with it from its formation. 
He took a pride in the regiment, and 
naturally felt that such an observation 
as that made by his superior officer was 
an imputation upon his personal honour 
and his fitness to fill the command. He 
asked the Under Secretary to give the 
matter his personal examination. He 
maintained that Colonel Stewart, having 
had a censure passed upon him by his 
superior officer by which he felt himself 
wronged, was entitled to such an inquiry 
as would clear him of the imputation 
suggested by that censure, and he asked 
that proper steps should be taken by the 
War Office for that purpose. 

*Mr. BRODRICK said, he very much 
regretted that his hon. Friend had 
thought it necessary to bring the case 
before the House. The late Secretary 
of State had gone most carefully into 
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the matter, and admitted that the words 
complained of were unduly severe. But 
now his hon. Friend asked that the 
question should be pressed further, and 
that the superior officer should be called 
upon to make a distinct apology. He 
could only say that the whole circum- 
stances of Colonel Stewart’s command 
of his regiment and his relations to the 
permanent staff were brought to the 
notice of Field Marshal the Commander- 
in-Chief in Ireland, and were most 
carefully considered by him, and also 
by the late Secretary of State. In 
the opinion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, after he had considered all the 
circumstances, the justice of the case 
had been fully met ; and that was also 
the opinion of the present Secretary of 
State, who considered the matter as 
closed. It had been very carefully con- 
sidered by the highest authorities, and 
he hoped his hon. Friend would not 
press him any further. He would only 
add, he was satisfied that any Member 
who saw the papers would think that 
the Secretary of State took a correct 
view. 

*Mr. H. 8. FOSTER said, the answer 
of the hon. Gentleman prompted him to 
ask whether the Commander-in-Chief 
was superior to the Queen’s Regulations, 
or to the Army Act, which prescribed a 
distinct course, and made it compulsory 
upon him. It gave an officer an abso- 
lute right to an inquiry in respect to the 
grievance he alleged, and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief had no power to say 
the matter was closed. He wished the 
Under Secretary to refer to the 42nd 
section of the Act, and to say whether 
Colonel Stewart had not the right to an 
inquiry. 

*Mr. BRODRICK said, he could not 
interpret the Act without having it in 
hand. In the interests of Colonel Stewart 
he advised his hon. Friend not to press 
the matter further. If his hon. Friend 
insisted on doing it, then he should have 
to tell the Committee why the Field 
Marshal Commander-in-Chief thought it 
desirable to have no further inquiry. 

*Mr. H. 8. FOSTER said, he would 
put down a question to ask the Under 
Secretary whether or not, under the 
42nd section, Colonel Stewart was en- 
titled to an inquiry. It was his duty 
to press the matter, because the Under 
Secretary had suggested that, if any 
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further statement was to be made, it 
would be prejudicial to Colonel Stewart, 
It was to clear himself that Colonel 
Stewart asked for inquiry. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £43,000, to complete the sum 
for the Yeomany Cavalry—agreed to. 


Onthe Voteof £554,200, for Capitation 
Grants and miscellaneous charges for the 
Volunteer Corps, including the payment 
of the Permanent Staff, 


Sir H. FLETCHER (Sussex, Lewes) 
said, he wished to ask the Military Autho- 
rities to consider a question before 
next year. The capitation grant to a 
Volunteer corps was now paid on or 
about the lst of April, and the Volunteer 
year ends in the preceding 3lst of 
October. He wished to ask the Under 
Secretary whether any arrangement 
could be made so that a pertion of the 
capitation grant might be paid to the 
commanding officer on an earlier date 
than the Ist of April. The capitation 
grant was brought into existence in 
1862 or 1863 by Mr. Cardwell. Some 
authorities at the War Office maintained 
that the capitation grant was to be paid 
in advance. It might be so, but that 
payment in advance did not affect the 
corps and battalions which were raised 
and formed at a later period. Many 
commanding officers were put to great 
extremities by the grant not being paid 
till the 1st of April. The men under 
his command had earned the grant by 
efficiency up to the 3lst of October. 
Some officers were obliged to borrow 
money from bankers and others in order 
to meet their liabilities for the current 
year. One suggestion he would offer 
would be, where an October return 
showed that a corps had increased, a 
special grant should be made for such 
increase, and should be paid in the 
December following. Another pro- 
position he submitted was that an 
advance of 10 per cent. should be paid 
to those corps or battalions which had 
been increased in numbers. He knew 
that if indulgence was to be shown to 
the Volunteers by the War Office, that 
would involve the revision of the Esti- 
mates. Therefore he thought it better 
to bring the matter forward now, before 
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the Estimates for next year were pre- 
pared. 

CotoneL DENNY = (Kilmarnock 


Burghs) said, there were one or two 
matters in the Vote that were worthy of 
attention. The Under Secretary had 
courteously told him, in answer to a 
question, that the new rifle would be 
issued next year to Volunteers. He heard 
that with satisfaction and apprehension 
—satisfaction that the Government were 
bringing about uniformity in all branches 
of the service; apprehension lest an 
emergency should arise before the Volun- 
teers had exchanged the Lee-Metford for 
the Martini-Henry, for nothing could be 
more disastrous than that the Volunteers 
should have one and the regulars the 
other. A disadvantage attended the 
use of the new rifle, and it was that the 
ammunition was excessively expensive. 
At the price of 2s 3d. for 20 rounds, 
Volunteer corps could not use it in the 
practice they now went through. In his 
own regiment a great deal of ammunition 
was used in private practice, one com- 
pany using as much as 12,000 rounds. 
The ammunition for the Martini-Henry 
had been raised to 1s. 6d., and the officers 
or the regiment itself had to subscribe 
for ammunition in order to encourage 
the men to shoot. If ls. 6d. or even ls. 
had to be paid, the shooting would be 
reduced ; and without a keen desire to 
practice shooting, the force would not 
maintain its numbers and usefulness. 
There was another question, as to ranges. 
His own regiment had nine ranges widely 
scattered over the county, and three or 
four of these would be condemned with 
the introduction of the new rifle. Some 
men would have to go greater distances 
to the ranges that were left, and the 
question arose whether a little additional 
money could be provided for conveying 
the men to and from the ranges. 

*Mr. H. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, 
Egremont) said, he should like, before the 
Session closed, to obtain some assurance 
that they might expect in the near future 
some rather more liberal treatment for 
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the Volunteer Force. It was not denied 
that the existence of the force meant a 
very large saving of money to the nation, 
and it was not disputed that one of the 
things that told most against efficiency 
was the difficulty of obtaining officers. 
The average annual cost of every Volun- 
teer was between 10s. and 15s. in excess 
of the grant allowed by the Government, 
and the deficiency had to be met some- 
how. It had to be met either by 
borrowing money for which high interest 
had to be paid, or by contributions coming 
from the pockets of the officers. In 
country districts there were few young 
men who could afford or cared to incur 
the liability to make good the deficiency. 
It should be remembered that the cost of 
a young officer’s outfit amounted alone 
to between £30 and £40. There were 
not wanting authorities who held that 
there was no middle course between 
conscription and the maintenance of a 
large and thoroughly efficient Volunteer 
Force, with which opinion he agreed. 
Now he did not believe that conscription 
would ever be willingly accepted by the 
people of this country, and he for one 
should be very sorry to see it. In the 
absence of conscription it was a matter 
vitally concerning our national interests 
and safety that we should maintain the 
Volunteer Force in a state of efficiency. 
If there were any members of the Com- 
mittee who were inclined to think that 
Volunteer matters were not worth treating 
seriously, he could assure them that they 
would be surprised if they knew the 
sacrifices made by Volunteers—by the 
working men who formed the backbone 
of the force—and that they would also be 
surprised if they knew the very high 
standard of efficiency which many Volun- 
teer battalions had arrived at. The re- 
marks which he had made appliedspecially 
to country corps, a company in one of 
which he had the honour to command. 
They did not apply with equal force to the 
crack London regiments, or to regiments 
recruited and drilled in our large towns. 
The average physique of the men in 
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country regiments was undoubtedly 
very much higher than that of the regular 
army, and it was to those men that the 
country must look in case of invasion for 
the defence of our shores and the main- 
tenance of our national safety. To keep 
this force in a proper state of efficiency, 
the money allowed by the Government 
was not sufficient, and therefore he 
trusted that the capitation grant would 
soon be increased. 

Masor DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.), 
as representing a London Volunteer regi- 
ment, joined in reprehending the practice 
of paying the capitation grant in arrear, 
and suggested that some distinction ought 
to be made between Volunteers who were 
zealous, hard-working, and efficient, and 
those who contented themselves with 
attending only nine drills a year. It 
would be a wise policy to classify sepa- 
rately the men who really strove to learn 
the art of war. He hoped they might 
be given a larger grant conditionally 
upon their attending a certain number 
of field exercises. He was also of opinion 
that they should be allowed to wear some 
distinctive badge, and that they should be 
classed as extra-efficient. 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS ‘said, 
that the question raised by the hon. and 
gallant Member for Lewes had already 
received some careful attention from the 
Under Secretary and himself. The diffi- 
culty was to find floating capital for the 
operations of the Volunteer Force. The 
suggestions of the hon. and gallant 
Member, if acceded to, would necessitate 
the expenditure of a considerable sum 
of money, and it would be necessary to 
examine the matter very closely before 
arriving at a decision. The hon. Member 
made two proposals, one being that the 
Grant should be given in relation to 
increased effectives, and the other that 
10 per cent. of the Grant should be ad- 
vanced at an early period of the year. 
Those were reasonable suggestions well 
worth considering. As to the ranges, 
there was no doubt that the number of 
them which would become inefficient 

Mr. H. Duncombe. 


{COMMONS} 








Supply. 1432 


through the adoption of the new arm 
was seriously large. This was a matter 
which must be dealt with as a whole, 
and not with reference to the present 
requirements of any particular locality. 
The authorities at the War Office were 
addressing themselves to the question, 
and it was impossible now to give any 
indication of the policy that would be 
ultimately recommended. The importance 
of the subject was fully recognised. 


Vote of £427,000, to complete the 
sum for Transport and Remounts— 
agreed to. 


Vote of £1,681,000, to complete the 
sum for Provisions, Forage, and other 
Supplies—agreed to. 


Vote of £561,600, to complete the 
sum for Clothing Establicaments and 
Services—agreed to. 


On the Vote of £666,100, to complete 
the sum for Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs, and Cost, including pay, of the 
Royal Engineer Superintending Staff, 


*Sm C. DILKE called attention to 
the complaint of the organised trades in 
connection with Woolwich Arsenal that 
the minimum wage of 19s. 6d. was in- 
sufficient. He understood that free 
medical attendance was given, but that 
was not a considerable advantage. On 
the other hand, 24s. a week was the 
recognised London rate of pay, without 
the privilege to which he had alluded. 
He only asked the Government to have 
an open mind upon the question. 

*Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) drew 
attention to the insanitary condition. of 
Aldershot, in which during the last six 
months there were 137 cases of diphtheria 
and 525 cases of sore throat admitted 
to the hospital. In his opinion, diph- 
theria was entirely due to defective 
drainage. The responsibility for the in- 
spection of the drainage ought to be 
placed upon the Local Authorities. 
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Mr. H. BYRON REED (Bradford, 
E.) said, that he desired to draw atten- 
tion to the condition of the Bradford Bar- 
racks, with respect to which grave com- 
plaints had been made in the House for 
many years past. His constituents com- 
plained that not only were those bar- 
racks in an insanitary condition, but 
that they were in a deplorable state gene- 
rally. Bradford was a town of consi- 
derable importance, and yet their bar- 
racks were allowed to remain in a very 
bad condition. Promises had been 
made over and over again that the 
Bradford Barracks should be placed in 
a proper condition, and yet nothing had 
been done in that direction. He hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman would use 
his influence in order to secure better 
treatment for his constituents in regard 
to this matter. Last year the then 
Under Secretary for War had assured 
him that he hoped that provision should 
be made for the repair of the Bradford 
Barracks in this year’s Estimates, and his 
complaint was that that promise had 
not been fulfilled. He urged upon the 
present Government the necessity for 
taking some steps for the repair of these 
barracks. He contended that the War 
Office were bound in honour to carry 
out the undertaking that had been given 
by the hon. Gentleman the late Under 
Secretary for War. He had been in- 
formed that it would only cost some 
£500 to place the barracks at Bradford 
in good and sanitary condition. He 
was glad to say that his previous com- 
munications with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the late Secretary for War had 
already borne good fruit. In_ his 
opinion the Army Authorities were 
bound to do their best in order to make 
the Army popular in these times, when 
there was such a great difficulty in 
obtaining recruits. There could be no 
doubt that some military authorities, 
doubtless for some good reason of their 
own, were desirous of keeping Her 
Majesty’s troops away from the great 
populous centres. 

*Mr. BRODRICK promised the hon. 
Member who had last spoken that he 
would look carefully into the matter and 
see whether the repairs at the Bradford 
Barracks could be carried out. As to 
the other question, it was impossible for 
him to say that the Government would 
accede to the request made by the hon. 
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Gentleman. The War Office, however, 
recognised to the full the desirability of 
properly distributing the forces in great 
centres of population, and the point 
raised should receive careful considera- 
tion. The same remark applied to the 
question which had been raised by the 
hon. Member for Warrington as to the 
drains at Aldershot. 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £74,500, to complete the sum 
for Establishments for Military Educa- 
tion—agreed to. 


Vote of £32,500, to complete the sum 
for Miscellaneous Effective Services— 
agreed to. 


Vote of £1,015,200, to complete the 
sum for Retired Pay, Half-Pay, and 
other Non-Effective Charges for Officers, 
&c.—agreed to. 


Vote of £905,000, to complete the 
sum for Pensions and other Non-Effec- 
tive Charges for Warrant Officers, Non- 
Commissioned Officers, Men, and others 
—agreed to. 


Vote of £119,400, to complete the 
sum for Superannuation and _ other 
Allowances and Gratuities—agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 


Ciass V.—REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
On the Resolution, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £5,333,840, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1896, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Post Office Services, the 
Expenses of Post Office Savings Banks, and 
Government Annuities and Insurances, and the 
Collection of the Post Office Revenue,” 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury) moved that its consideration 
should be deferred until Monday. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal-Green, 
S.W.) seconded the Motion. 

3.1L 
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Mr. HANBURY observed, that the 
hon. Member had assigned no reason 
whatever for the Motion, which he hoped 
would not be pressed. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is extremely 
unusual that such a Motion should be 
made by anyone except the Minister in 
charge. It is quite out of the ordinary 
course. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON inti- 
mated that his only desire was to have 
an explanation from the right hon. 
Gentleman, on receiving which he would 
withdraw the Motion he had made. In 
the Debate the previous night he stated 
that no invitation had been given to 
any of the colonies of the Empire to 
take part in establishing an Imperial 
Penny Postage system. He understood 
his right hon. Friend the Secretary to 
the Treasury to say that that was not so, 
and that such an invitation had been 
sent to the Australian colonies. If his 
right hon. Friend would admit that he 
(Mr. Henniker Heaton) was correct in 
his statement, and would give him an 
assurance that in his reply to it the 
right hon. Gentleman did not mean to 
say that the Colonies had been invited 
to take part in establishing a scheme of 
Imperial Penny Postage, then he should 
be satisfied and should withdraw his 
opposition to the Resolution. 

*Mr. HANBURY remarked that he 
did not use the words which the hon. 
Gentleman seemed desirous to attribute 
to him. His statement, as reported in 
The Times, was absolutely clear. He was 
stating to the Committee that the postal 
authorities in the Colonies did not desire 
to have a scheme of Imperial Penny 
Postage, whereupon the hon. Member 
for Canterbury interrupted him, saying 
they did desire it, but had never been 
invited. He then replied to that asser- 
tion of the hon. Member by saying that 
was not the fact, for certainly the feeling 
in the Australian colonies was by no 
means in favour of the scheme. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON was 
quite content to withdraw his Motion if 
it was clearly understood that no invita- 
tion had been sent to the Colonies to 
establish a penny postage scheme. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Other Resolutions reported agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 
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PUBLIC WORKS LOANS (REMISSION). 
Resolution reported— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the remis- 
sion of certain debts due from the Commis- 
sioners of Anstruther Union Harbour to the 
Public Works Loans Commissioners, also the 
remission of interest accrued on loans to the 
Donegal Railway Company, and also the remis- 
sion of certain loans under the Labourers’ Dwel- 
ling Act in Ireland, in pursuance of any Act of 
the present Session to grant money for the 
purpose of certain local loans, and for other 
purposes relating to local loans.”’ 


Resolution agreed to. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and _re- 
ported, without Amendment; read 3° 
and passed. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
SITE) BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and _ re- 
ported, with an Amendment; Bill, as 
amended, to be considered upon Monday 
next. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to re-enact Section 13 of the 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891 ; 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour and Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland ; presented accordingly, and 
read first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
—|[Bill 8.] 


Whereupon, Mr. SPEAKER, in pur- 
suance of the Order of the House of the 
19th August, adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


House adjourned at Twenty-five 
minutes before Seven o’clock 
till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 2nd September 1895. 





The House met at Three of the Clock. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 3) Bri, 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 7) Brit, 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 14) Brit, 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 15) Bit, 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 


COAL, CINDERS, &c. 
Return [presented 31st August] to be 
printed. | No. 450.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 


Return [presented 31st August] to be 
printed. |No. 451.] 


LONDON WATER COMPANIES SUPPLY, 


Return [presented 31st August] to be 
printed. [No. 452.] 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP.) 

Copy presented,—of Fourth General 
Annual Report by the Board of Trade 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 

printed. [No. 453.] 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES. 
Return ordered,— 


“Showing, as regards each Water Company 
supplying Water in the Metropolis (a) the name 
of each Metropolitan Parish where the supply 
throughout the Parish is a constant supply; 
(b) the name of each Metropolitan Parish where 
the supply is a constant supply only in part 
of the Parish, and in the case of each such 
Parish, a description of the part of the Parish 
where the supply is constant; (c) with respect 
toeach Parish at whose instance the constant 
supply was ordered or given; (d) the name of 
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each Metropolitan Parish where the supply 
throughout the Parish is intermittent ; (e) the 
name of each Metropolitan Parish where the 
supply is intermittent only in of the Parish, 
and, in the case of each such Parish, a descrip- 
tion of the part of the Parish where the supply 
is intermittent; and (f) with respect to each 
Parish or part of a Parish where the supply is 
intermittent, the period during which Water 
is supplied daily to the premises of consumers.’’— 
(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 
Return ordered,— 


“Of the number of days on which the House 
sat in Session 2, 1895, stating, for each day 
the date of the month, and day of the week, 
the hour of the meeting, and the hour of 
adjournment; and the total number of hours 
occupied in the Sittings of the House, and the 
average time; and showing the number of 
hours on which the House sat each day, and the 
number of hours after midnight ; and the num- 
ber of entries in each day’s Votes and Proceed- 
ings (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 0.147, of Session 1, 1895.’’)—(Mr. 7' W. 
Russell.) 


CLOSURE OF DEBATE (STANDING 
ORDER No. 25.) 


Return ordered,— 


‘* Respecting application of Standing Order 
No. 25 (Closure of Debate) during Session 2, 
1895 (in the same form as, and in continuation 
of, Parliamentary Paper, No. 380, of Session 1, 
1895).”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


DIVISIONS OF THE HOUSE. 
Return ordered,— 


‘Of the number of Divisions of the House 
in Session 2, 1895; stating the subject of the 
Division, and the number of Members in the 
majority and minority, Tellers included; also 
the aggregate number in the House on each 
Division; distinguishing the Divisions on 
Public Business from Private; and also the 
number of Divisions before and after midnight 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 0.143, of Session 1, 1895).”"—(Jh. 7. W. 
Russell.) 


COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS.) 


Address for,— 


“Returns from every County Court in England 
and Wales of the total number of Plaints, &c., 
entered in each Court from the Ist day of 
January to the 31st day of December 1894, both 
days inclusive, distinguishing those not exceed- 
ing £20, those above £20 and not exceeding £50, 
and those by agreement over £50; and, of the 
Sittings of the County Courts in England and 
Wales holden before the Judges of such Courts 
in the year 1894 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 289, of Session 1894).’”’— 
(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


3M 
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QUESTIONS. 


WAGES DEDUCTIONS. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, whether, during the Recess, 
the Government will inquire, with a 
view to legislation, into the practice of 
fining and of making deductions from 
wages, the admitted evils of which were 
the ground of the introduction of the 
Truck Bill of the late Government ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATEFrortTHeE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir Matraew 
Rivtey, Lancashire, Blackpool): I will 
give the subject careful consideration 
during the Recess, both with regard 
to the possibility of legislation, and to 
the lines upon which legislation is de- 
sirable. 


VENTILATION—HOUSES OF 
PARLIAMENT. 


Mr.J.G. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether his attention has been 
called to the unsatisfactory ventilation of 
the Houses of Parliament, as disclosed in 
the recent report of Mr. James Keith, 
C.E., and other publications; and, 
whether he proposes to take any steps 
during the Recess to remedy defects in 
the sanitary arrangements which are 
calculated to injuriously affect the health 
of Members of the House, representa- 
tives of the Press, officials of the House, 
and visitors ? 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
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Keith, whose knowledge of the arrange- 
ments appears to be imperfect. In some 
parts of the building, there is, I think, 
room for improvement in the ventilation, 
and this matter shall be carefully looked 
into. 

Mr. WEIR: I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to read the evidence of 
the Select Committee, and especially the 
evidence of Sir Henry Roscoe 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That 
is a suggestion, and not a question. 

Mr. J. C. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
temperature in the smoking-room last 
week was 77 deg. 4 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : That is a 
matter to which I have alluded in my 
reply. I may say further, that I have 
read carefully the Evidence and Report of 
the Select Committee. 





MELVAIG BOAT-SLIP, ROSS-SHIRE. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, whether he is aware that 
fishermen cannot use the recently con- 
structed boat-slip at Melvaig, on the 
western mainland of Ross-shire; who 
is responsible for the work, and if the 
engineer of the Highlands and Islands 
of Scotland (Public Works and Commu- 
nications) Office, exercised any control 
over this work ; and, whether steps will 
be taken to provide an efficient boat- 
slip 4 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CnarLes Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): The County 
Clerk of Ross and Cromarty informs me 
that he has received no complaints from 
fishermen that they cannot use the 
recently constructed boat-slip at Melvaig, 
and that, as a matter of fact, the fisher- 


WORKS (Mr. Axers-Doucias Kent,|men do use it regularly in moderate 


St. Augustine’s): My attention has | weather. 


No complaints have been 


been directed to the subject of the| received by the Secretary for Scotland, 


ventilation and sanitation of the Houses 
of Parliament, and I will further 
consider it during the Recess. My 
examination of the question so far leads 
me to regard with confidence the general 
system which is now in operation, and 
which is supported by the decisions and 
recommendations of the Select Com- 
mittees which have so recently investi- 
gated the matter. I am not at all 
prepared to adopt the views of Mr. 





|and his engineer visited the work only 


last week, and saw fishermen using it. 
I am assured that the slip as constructed 
is a serviceable one. The work has been 
carried out according to an approved 
plan prepared by an engineer appointed 
by the County Council, the engineer to 
the Secretary for Scotland exercising the 
usual control in seeing that the Con- 
tractor carried out the work according to 
specification. 
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COLONIAL GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

Mr. H. O. ARNOLD-FORSTER 
(Belfast, W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies,—(1) whether 
he has received representations from any 
of the Governments of the Australian 
Colonies, asking that Colonial Govern- 
ment Securities may be included in the 
list of authorised trustee investments ; 
(2) whether such a change can be made 
without an Act of Parliament; and, 
(3) if no Act of Parliament be necessary, 
whether this House will have the oppor- 
tunity of discussing the advisability of 
such a change before it is sanctioned ? 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Josepu 
CHAMBERLAIN, Birmingham, W.): The 
answer to the first question of the hon. 
Member is in the affirmative, and to the 
second question in the negative. Conse- 
quently, in reply to the third question, 
the House of Commons would have the 
opportunity of discussing the advisability 
of the change in question before it could 
be sanctioned. 


EDUCATION GRANTS. 

CotoneEL MILWARD _ (Warwick, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) : I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Conncil on Education, whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the difference 
between the English and Scotch annual 
grants for day and evening scholars in 
Public Elementary Schools, the English 
grant for day scholars in 1895-6 being 
18s. 84d. per head, while the Scotch 
grant is 21s. 3d.; the English grant for 
evening scholars being 16s. per head, 
while the Scotch grant is 20s.; and, 
whether he will take steps to redress 
the disadvantage to English school 
managers arising from the non-receipt 
of this large sum of money ? 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cambridge 
University) : I have inquired about this, 
and am informed that, besides the in- 
telligence and industry of the Scottish 
youth, there are two reasons for the 
higher grant earned in Scottish Day 
Schools: (1) The 17s. 6d. limit which 
restricts the amount earned, applies 
in very few schools in Scotland ; 
(2) Pupils, who in England would be 
found in secondary schools, are in Scot- 
land earning grants for the study of 
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higher subjects in the elementary 
schools. As to evening schools, besides 
their freedom from the restriction of the 
17s. 6d. limit, the season is consider- 
ably longer, and the time grant earned 
is thus greater per pupil. Measures for 
the relief of English managers are, as I 
have already stated, now under the con- 
sideration of the Committee of Council. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN SCOTLAND. 


Mr. J. E. B. BAILLIE (Inverness) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, whether 
during the Recess Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment will inquire into the whole 
question of promoting a system of Light 
Railways on the West Coast of the 
Highlands of Scotland, and will obtain 
such local information on the subject as 
will best bring out the particular claims 
of the various districts of the country 
for the development of their natural 
resources ; and whether, in particular, 
he will undertake to investigate the 
merits of the proposal to build a Light 
Railway in the Island of Skye, from 
Kyleakin by Broadford to Portree and 
Dunveggan ? 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE: The 
Secretary for Scotland fully recognises 
the importance of the subject raised in 
this question, and he purposes to look 
into the matter and give it his careful 
attention and consideration. 


ELECTION DISTURBANCES IN 
IRELAND. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
he is aware that, contrary to the usual 
practice in places where party disturb- 
ances are likely to occur, the district 
inspector, head constable, and chief 
sergeant at Limavady are all of one 
religion ; and (2) whether, having regard 
to this fact, he will direct the county 
inspector to make inquiries at Limavady, 
with a view to a prosecution of the 
persons who threw stones and other 
missiles at Dr. and Mrs. Houston during 
the recent riot ? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, 
Leeds, Central): With regard to the 
suggestion in the first paragraph that 
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Limavady is a place where party dis- 
turbances are likely to occur, I am 
informed by the Inspector General of 
Constabulary that no disturbances, pro- 
perly so called, have occurred there 
during recent years, and there appears 
to be no reason for surmising that such 
disturbances will occur at Limavady in 
future. The disturbances that took place 
on the 22nd July, and to which the hon. 
and learned Gentleman refers, arose out 
of the recent Parliamentary Election for 
North Derry, and were fully dealt with 
by my hon. Friend the Attorney General 
in reply to the hon. Gentleman’s previous 
Question of the 19th August. There 
was no rioting on the occasion, and the 
police have used their best exertions to 
obtain evidence on which to proceed 
against the persons by whom some eggs 
and two stones were thrown at Dr. 
Houston and his party. A statement 
was made to the police that a stone was 
seen to have been thrown by a particular 
individual on the occasion, but no legal 
evidence could be obtained to establish 
this. The District Inspector applied to 
the Magistrates at Petty Sessions, on 
the 13th August, for instructions as to 
bringing up this case, and stated the 
nature of the evidence forthcoming ; but 
the Magistrates came to the conclusion 
that the evidence available was in- 
sufficient, and that it would not be 
advisable to have any prosecution, and 
further expressed the opinion that the 
police had done their duty in endeavour- 
ing to bring the offenders to justice. 
There does not appear to be any reason 
for sending the County Inspector to 
make inquiries, as the occurrences have 
already formed the subject of investiga- 
tion and report by the District Inspector. 
This officer, I am informed, is a Presby- 
terian; the head constable and one of 
the two sergeants are Protestants. The 
other sergeant and acting sergeant are 
Roman Catholics, and of the entire 
police party at Limavady six are Pro- 
testants and eight Roman Catholics. 


POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS IN COUNTY 
DERRY. 


Mr. KNOX : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether the Post- 
master General is aware that by a change 
of the route of the rural messenger 


Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
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between Feeny and Fincarn Post Office, 
County Derry, many householders, in- 
cluding a shopkeeper who carries on a 
considerable business through the Parcels 
Post, have been greatly inconvenienced ; 
and, whether he will direct that the 
matter be reconsidered ? 


THe SECRETARY To tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
The route of the rural postman referred 
to was altered in order to afford a 
delivery at several houses formerly un- 
served, but it was understood that no 
inconvenience would be occasioned to 
any residents on the old route. The 
matter shall be reconsidered in accord- 
ance with the hon. Member’s request, 
and the result communicated to him. 


IRISH FISHERIES. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether, in view of the in- 
creasing importance of the Irish Fisheries, 
the Government will consider the ad- 
visability of establishing a Fishery Board 
for Ireland, similarly constituted to that 
of Scotland, and containing some repre- 
sentative element thereon 4 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware of the importance to Ireland of 
the fisheries and their development, but 
I cannot say whether there is any 
volume of opinion in Ireland in favour 
of the reconstitution of the present 
Board of Fisheries in the direction 
suggested by the question. I shall, of 
course, be prepared to consider any re- 
presentations that may be made to me 
in this respect. 

Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the present Board 
consists only of three inspectors appointed 
by the Crown ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR replied 


in the aftirmative. 


ANGLO-FRENCH TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


Mr. B. L. COHEN (Islington, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, inasmuch as the pressure of 
telephone business between England and 
France is confined almost exclusively to 
the business hours of the day, he can 
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reduce the charge for three minutes con- 
versation between the hours of 5 p.m. 
and 11 a.m. from eight to four shillings. 

Mr. HANBURY: As I stated on 
the 27th ult., in reply to a question by 
the hon. Member for Canterbury, the 
charge for the use of the London-Paris 
telephone is the subject of international 
agreement and could not be altered with- 
out the concurrence of the Government 
of France. The Postmaster General 
does not see his way at present to pro- 
pose any reduction. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS IN 
EDINBURGH. 


Mr. R. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate—(1) what 
are at present the regulations for the 
taking of private employment, as waiters 
or otherwise, by macers, messengers, 
housekeepers, and other subordinate 
officials in the Court of Session, Ex- 
chequer, Register House, and other 
Government Departments in Edinburgh ; 
and, (2) whether the Government intends 
to make it a rule for the future that no 
such official shall take any private em- 
ployment as waiter or otherwise ? 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE: By the 
rules applicable to such subordinate 
officials, they are not allowed to take 
private employment during official hours 
or at any time that would interfere with 
the proper discharge of their official 
duties. But they are at liberty to dis- 
pose as they please of the time which is 
not assigned to their public duties. The 
answer to the second paragraph is in 
the negative. 


SASINES OFFICE, EDINBURGH. 


Mr. R. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate—(1) 
whether the consent of the Treasury to 
the re-organisation of the Sasines Office, 
Edinburgh, was, by Minute of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland of 7th February, 1890, 
announced to be contingent on the daily 
attendance at that office being fixed at 
seven hours ; (2) whether this arrange- 
ment has been carried into effect ; and, 
if not, whether it is intended to be 
effected at an early date ; (3) whether, 
although Lord Lee’s Commission recom- 
mended that there should be only two 


{2 SeprempeR 1895} 








1446 


classes of clerks in the Sasines Office, 
there are at the present moment ten, or 
what number of temporary clerks em- 
ployed on staff work in the said office ; 
(4) whether it is proposed to add to the 
number of temporary clerks on the occa- 
sion of any coming vacancy; and (5) 
whether the Secretary for Scotland will 
arrange for the carrying out of the re- 
commendations of Lord Lee’s Commis- 
sion ? 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE: The in- 
creased scale of salaries granted to the 
staff in the Sasine Office by the Minute 
of 7th February 1890, applied to an 
attendance of seven hours, but the 
Minute also provided that the seven 
hours should not be introduced into the 
office until the proper number for the 
staff was ascertained. The seven hours 
has not yet been introduced, as, owing 
to the consideration of certain proposed 
changes in the present system of regis- 
tration and the remarkable increase in 
the business of the office, it has not been 
possible to fix the final number of the 
staff. With reference to the second 
part of the question, it has been arranged 
meantime to maintain the staff at a 
nominal number of 75, and when vacan- 
cies occur these are filled by temporary 
clerks, selected by the Keeper, with 
salaries of £80, the minimum salary of 
the Second Division. The whole matter 
is under consideration. 


in Ireland. 


LANDING PIERS IN IRELAND. 


Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that, owing to the imperfect 
and primitive condition of the landing 
piers in Clare Island and Louisburgh, 
several persons are drowned every year, 
and that cattle are frequently lost in the 
passage from Clare Island to Louis- 
burgh, owing to the same cause ; and, if 
he will press upon the notice of the Con- 
gested Districts Board the necessity for 
building proper piers at those points ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no information before me showing 
whether the statements in the first para- 
graph are, or are not, accurate ; but, the 
suggestions of the hon. Member will be 
considered by the Congested Districts 
Board at its next meeting. 
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IRISH MAILS. 

*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, why it is that Cavan town, at 
which two railway companies have ter- 
minal stations, has no train leaving there 
at night for the conveyance of the mails ; 
is he aware that, under existing arrange- 
ments, the mails are despatched by car 
to Clones, a distance of 12 miles; and 
that, in order to meet this arrangement, 
letters from Arva, Killashandra, and 
other small outlying towns have to be 
posted as early as 2 p.m., and in Cavan 
at 5.30, no other post being available ; 
and what steps will be taken to give a 
better postal service to this district ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : There are no suit- 
able trains at present between Cavan 
and Clones for the conveyance of the 
night mails, and the circumstances do 
not warrant the large additional expen- 
diture which the establishment of suit- 
able trains would involve. The question 
of establishing a supplementary night 
mail dispatch from Cavan by railway 
vid Mullingar, thus affording a much 
later hour for posting, is now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Leitrim, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh, I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the Great Northern Railway 
Company of Ireland have given any 
undertaking to accelerate the train car- 
rying the mails to Bundoran in the after- 
noon during the coming winter so as to 
ensure their being in time for the mail 
car leaving Bundoran for Kinlough and 
Manorhamilton with the second post ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : So far as the Post 
Office is aware, the Great Northern 
Railway Company have given no under- 
taking on this subject. 





HOLYHEAD POST OFFICE 
ACCOMMODATION. 

*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey): | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that the 
post office accommodation at Holyhead 
is inadequate and insufficient for the 
post office business of that town ; whether 
the medical officer for Holyhead has 
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reported to the Government that the 
post office premises are unfit for the 
purposes for which they are used; 
whether he is aware that a suitable site 
and premises, either freehold or on lease, 
are available in the centre of the town 
for the purpose of post office buildings ; 
and, what steps the Government propose 
to take to provide suitable and commo- 
dious post office premises for the town 
of Holyhead ? 


*Mr. HANBURY: The need for a 
better post office at Holyhead is admitted, 
and the postmistress, with whom it rests 
to provide suitable accommodation, has 
for some time past been endeavouring to 
obtain premises. Attention has not been 
called to the premises referred to as avail- 
able, but if the owner will make an offer 
of them it shall be considered. 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War, if he will 
state whether the Lee-Metford magazine 
rifle to be issued to the Volunteers next 
year will have the Mark 1 bolt head or 
the Mark 2, Penn-Deely Patent, bolt 
head ? 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The Rifle to be 
issued to the Volunteers is not a Lee- 
Metford magazine rifle, but a Martini- 
Henry rifle with a Lee-Metford barrel. 
There is, therefore, no bolt. 


SCOTCH FISHERIES. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, whether, with the view of 
developing the fishing industry on the 
western mainland of Ross-shire and the 
Island of Lewis, the Government will 
consider the advisability of providing 
light railways, or road trams, for these 
parts; whether he is aware that the 
road between Stornoway and Carloway 
was constructed with a view to its being 
utilised for a light railway or tram line ; 
and, whether arrangements will be made 
to carry out this scheme during the 
coming winter, so that the work can be 
done at a time when labour is less costly 
than during the summer months ? 
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*ToE LORD ADVOCATE: As I 
have already stated in reply to the hon. 
Member for Inverness-shire, the Secre- 
tary for Scotland proposes to consider 
the whole subject, but no undertaking 
can at present be given as to any par- 
ticular scheme. In the opinion of the 
Highland Works Engineer, the road now 
being constructed between Stornoway 
and Carloway could only be utilised for 
a light railway or tramway at very great 
expense. 


Barrow Drainage 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether his 
attention has been drawn to a circular 
recently issued from the office of the 
Superintendent of the Highland Railway 
Company, showing the hours of labour 
for men engaged on night ballasting to 
be from 6 p.m. to 6.55 a.m., or thirteen 
hours less five minutes ; and whether he 
can take any steps under the Railways 
Regulation Act to prevent the Highland 
Railway Company working their men so 
many hours ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rirenig, Croy- 
don): I have seen the circular referred 
to by the hon. Member. It would 
appear to be a direction to the engineer 
with reference to the movement of a 
train, and not to the hours of employ- 
ment for men. However, as I have 
already told him, if he is in a position to 
make a representation in writing, com- 
plaining of the hours on behalf of the 
men, inquiry will be made. 

Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) asked whether, under the Rail- 
ways Regulation Act a question asked in 
the House of Commons, making a sugges- 
tion of overwork, was not considered a 
suflicient representation ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, I don’t 
think it is. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether he 
will agree to the Motion for a Return 
relating to the number of hours per 
week engine drivers, guards, pointsmen, 
porters, and other servants of the High- 
land Railway Company are employed ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: Having regard to 
the fact that there is a distinct provision 
in the Railways Regulation Act, 1893, 
under which a Return such as that 
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desired by the hon. Gentleman can be 
called for by the Board of Trade, I think 
that, unless the railway servants in 
question, or the hon. Gentleman on their 
behalf, make the necessary representa- 
tion under that Act, I ought not to call 
on the Railway Company for such a 
Return. I have already informed the 
hon. Gentleman that if such a represen- 
tation is made to me it shall receive my 
attention. 


3ARROW DRAINAGE (IRELAND). 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether he has recently received from 
the Mountmellick Board of Guardians a 
representation respecting the evil effects 
upon the sanitary condition of the towns 
of Portarlington and Mountmellick 
resulting from the floods in the river 
basin of the Barrow; and whether, 
inasmuch as the question of the drainage 
of the Barrow has been before successive 
Governments for the last 85 years, and 
all necessary surveys and levels have 
been made at the expense of the owners 
and occupiers of the flooded lands, he 
will cause the requisite notices to be 
issued during the autumn with a view 
to the re-introduction of the Bill of the 
last Conservative Government ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received a copy of the Resolution referred 
to. The question of the drainage of the 
Barrow has formed the subject of inquiry 
in 1885 and 1886 by two Commissions, 
who, however, differed in their recom- 
mendations. A Bill carrying out the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion of 1886 was introduced in Parlia- 
ment in 1888, and again in the following 
year, but was withdrawn on each occa- 
sion because of the opposition it met 
with. There was also local opposition 
on the part of the Queen’s County Grand 
Jury, who were in favour of the recom- 
mendations of the Commission of 1885. 
The difference of cost as between the 
estimates of the two Commissioners was 
approximately £200,000, and I am 
informed that several eminent engineers 
object to the method for the discharge 
of flood-water recommended by the Com- 
mission of 1886. Having regard to this 
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and to the outlay involved, I am dis- 
posed to think that the matter requires 
some further investigation. 

Mr. A. O’°CONNOR asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether, instead of 
comparing the relative merits of the 
two competing schemes, he would take 
the matter into his own personal con- 
sideration on its own merits, and whether 
he would be good enough to look at the 
Report of Sir Richard Griffith, which 
was in the Library of the House, with 
regard to the drainage of the Barrow 
in 1810 and 1811—a most perfect 
Report. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said, he 
was quite willing to undertake the inves- 
tigation suggested, but he was not sure 


that his opinion would be of the same | 


nature as that of competent engineers. 


Mr. A. O'CONNOR inquired whether, | 


when competent engineers differed, the 
Government did not propose to do any- 
thing. | 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he) 
did not exactly say that, but he thought | 
such a fact made it necessary to consider | 
every scheme. 


CYCLISTS IN PHCENIX PARK. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.):) 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the| 
Treasury, whether, subject to any modi- | 
fications, the privilege of allowing the | 
Cyclist Association to have certain races 
in the Phenix Park can be restored? | 

Mr. HANBURY: No rules have, 
of course, been issued limiting the 
privileges of ordinary cyclists in Phenix | 
Park. On July 24 last year, Sir! 
J. Hibbert stated that— | 
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Mr. RITCHIE: There is no provision 
inflicting a penalty on a railway com- 
pany for overcrowding. It is very 
difficult to prevent passengers who are 
anxious to start on their journey from 
entering one or other of the many 
carriages which compose a train. The 
Board of Trade have no power in the 
matter. 


POST OFFICE PAY. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the 

Secretary to the Treasury, as_repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
assistant clerks, posting clerks, and men 
of a similar grade are receiving the 
lowest annual increment in the Civil 
Service, an increment lower than that 
| enjoyed by sorters and porters ? 
Mr. HANBURY: Assistant clerks 
|in the Post Office, like clerks of a 
similar class in other departments, 
|receive an annual increment of ls. a 
week. This is less than the increment 
allowed to sorters, but not less than 
that for porters. The hon. Member 
speaks of “‘ posting clerks,” but, as there 
is no such class in the Post Office, the 
Postmaster General does not understand 
what officers are referred to. 





CONSTABULARY AT OMAGH. 

Mr. P. C. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) if his 
attention has been called to a statement 
made before a Bench of Magistrates at 
Omagh a few days ago by Mr. Ross, 
Q.C., that the constabulary on the night 





of 27th July made a series of blunders, 


‘The enormous increase in both races and| and the result was to create a scene of 
competitors, accompanied by the attendance of | 


professional bookmakers, had created such a| confusion through which any" of the 
condition of affairs that the Commissioner of | inhabitants of Omagh suffered injury ; 
Police had called the attention of the Board of | and (2) whether he will cause inquiries 
Works to the public danger and nuisance there-| t) be made with a view to ascertain 
by constituted, and that the Board had therefore | heth Social Sate line Shade 
decided not to issue permission for the races | W2@+ner any foundation exists for 
rant oe GERALD BALFOUR: M 
oA , Mr. GERA A : y 
The same objection still holds good. ‘attention has SET: SCT GOR 
paper report of the proceedings in this 
OVERCROWDING ON THE METRO- case, from which it appears that the 
POLITAN RAILWAY. learned Gentleman did make use of the 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi-| statement referred to. Informations 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether he! were refused by @ majority of the 
will take steps to prevent the over-| Bench of Magistrates, but a minority, 
crowding of third-class carriages on the | including the Resident Magistrate, con- 
Metropolitan Railway ! sidered that a prima facie case had been 
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proved against the defendants, and that 
they should be returned for trial. As 
regards the second paragraph, I have 
called for the depositions taken before 
the magistrates, and until I have had an 
opportunity of perusing them and con- 
sulting the law officers in the matter, I 
cannot undertake tosay whether further 
action in the direction indicated is called 
for or necessary. The matter, however, 
will receive my careful consideration. 


VENTILATION OF METROPOLITAN 
RAILWAY TUNNELS. 

Mr. WETR: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, whether he can put the machinery 
of the Local Public Health Bodies in 
motion to compel railway companies in 
London to make better provision for the 
ventilation of their tunnels ? 

THE SECRETARY or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): The matter 
referred to is not one in which the Local 
Government Board are empowered to 
intervene. 

Mr. WEIR asked to what authority 
application should be made. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL was not able 
to give any further information. 


ARMY BOOTS. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether the boots now served 
out to troops are machine made ; and if 
these boots, though slightly cheaper in 
cost in the first instance, are more 
quickly worn out, and less adapted for 
marching purposes than the hand-made 
boots previously served out to the 
troops ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Owing to the 
difficulty of obtaining hand-sewn boots 
fully up to standard in sufficient 
quantities for the requirements of the 
Army, it was decided some years ago to 
restrict the issue of hand-sewn infantry 
boots to regiments serving abroad. The 
machine-sewn boot issued at home 
is somewhat cheaper, but there is no 
reason to suppose it is less durable. It 
is, however, unquestionably stiff and 
heavy, and experiments are being made 
with the view of introducing a lighter 
and more flexible boot. The question of 
the shape of the boot will also be 
considered. 
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ELECTION RE-COUNTS. 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to the material discrepancies be- 
twixt the original and the subsequent 
count of the votes cast at the recent 
elections in Southampton and the Hag- 
gerston Division of Shoreditch ; and if 
it is practicable to have some system 
recommended to the presiding officers at 
elections by which the chance of these 
material discrepancies (which might in 
some instances alter the true results of 
elections) would be obviated ? 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Local 
Government Board have no power to 
give directions as to the counting of 
votes in Parliamentary Elections. The 
responsibility for the accurate counting 
of the votes must rest with the Return- 
ing Officers, and the Local Government 
Board cannot intervene in the matter. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER asked whether 
it was practicable to have some system 
introduced whereby discrepancies, which 
had not only arisen in Haggerston, but 
in other constituencies, could be avoided? 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL thought his 
hon. Friend would see that was a ques- 
tion which required notice. 


NAVAL STORES. 


*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, with 
referenceto paragraphs 31 to 46, inclusive, 
of the 4th Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee for 1894, what steps have 
been taken by the Admiralty to carry 
out the recommendations as to the 
independent surveys of the stocks of 
Naval stores ? 


Tue SECRETARY v0 tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. W. E. Macarryey, 
Antrim, 8.): The Admiralty have 
agreed to the suggestion that the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General should be 
empowered to cause a special stock-taking 
to be performed in any case where, from 
any suspicion of error or other cause, he 
may consider such a measure desirable. 
As regards independent  stock-taking 
within the Admiralty, the subject, which 
relates to several Departments and 
involves important questions of cost, is 
still under consideration. 
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SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 


*Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whe- 
ther he is aware that, notwithstanding 
repeated assurances in the House of 
Commons that the Treasury are desirous 
of promoting capable Second Division 
Clerks to the First Division, direct ap- 
pointments to the latter division have 
been made under a recent Class I. Ex- 
amination to Departments where there 
were Second Division Clerks who had 
been recommended for such promotions ; 
and whether he will direct inquiries to 
be made in all the Departments to 
ascertain what Second Division Clerks 
have been so recommended, and investi- 
gate the matter ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: The Ridley Com- 
mission reported that exceptional fitness 
should be the qualification for promotion 
to the First Division, and a certificate of 
such exceptional fitness must, in accord- 
ance with the Treasury Minute of 
August 10th, 1889, be signed by the 
head of the Department concerned. In 
all cases where Second Division Clerks 
have been so recommended, the Treasury 
has sanctioned the promotion. 

Mr. DOOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury—(1) whether 
Ridley Clerks of the Second Division 
are not in receipt of £100 per annum 
until their seventh year of service; and 
(2) whether due consideration was given 
to the Report of the Royal Commission 
by the Treasury before issuing the reply 
just given to the Memorial presented in 
December last by the Ridley Clerks, 
praying for a readjustment of their con- 
ditions of service 4 

*Mr. HANBURY: The clerks in 
question enter the service at £70 a year, 
and rise at first by annual increments of 
£5, thus reaching £100 a year in their 
seventh year. This scale was recom- 
mended by the Ridley Commission. The 


answer to the second paragraph is, Yes. 


INDIAN RAILWAYS. 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is a fact that guaranteed and 
assisted railways in India have been 
constructed at a less cost than those 
built by the State ; and if the Govern- 
ment will consider the question whether, 
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in the event of future railway construc- 
tion in Africa, it would be desirable to 
give a guarantee to such lines of railway 
as they may deem desirable to develop 
British territory in Africa and British 
commerce % 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : I 
learn, on inquiry, that, speaking generally, 
from the results of recent experience, there 
is no substantial difference in the cost of 
construction of State railways in India 
and of those built by guaranteed or 
assisted companies. As regards ques- 
tions which will have to be dealt with in 
my Department of future railway con- 
struction in Africa, I can only say that 
each scheme will be considered on its 
merits, and settled according to the par- 
ticular circumstances of the case. 


POST OFFICE TRACING STAFF. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the Postmaster General 
has received a Memorial from the tracing 
staff, containing objections to a scheme 
recently offered them, and asking that 
the date by which applications for the 
new appointments must be forwarded 
may be withdrawn; and whether this 
request has been complied with, and the 
scheme withdrawn, pending the consider- 
ation of the Memorial ? 

*Mr. HANBURY : As [stated tomy 
hon. Friend last Friday, the Memorial 
has been received and is under considera- 
tion. The scheme has not been with- 
drawn. 


LAND PURCHASE, IRELAND. 

Mr. J. OK ELLY (Roscommon, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
he is aware that an agreement was 
entered into between Mr. C. M. O’Conor, 
Mount Druid, Belanagare, Roscommon, 
and his tenants in the townland of 
Ballyroddy, Elphin, for the purchase of 
their holdings two years ago, and that 
the Commissioners approved of the sale, 
and sanctioned in the case of one of the 
tenants an advance of £538 ; (2) what 
is the reason of the delay in making the 
advance ; and (3) will he see that this 
matter shall not be any further pro- 
longed, and the tenants be compelled topay 
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interest at the rate of five per cent., and 
deprived of the advantages which would 
accrue to them under the purchase ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
agreements in question were lodged in 
December, 1893, and January, 1894. 
The remaining facts are as stated in the 
first paragraph. I am informed that 
the delay was caused by difficulties 
which arose on the investigation of the 
vendor’s title. I have no doubt the 
Land Commissioners will do their best 
to expedite the proceedings, and I will 
call their attention to the matter. 


CASTLEBLAYNEY UNION, IRELAND. 

Mr. D. MACALEESE (Monaghan, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) if 
he is aware that the sanitary officer to 
the Castleblayney Union reported some 
months ago as to the insanitary con- 
dition of the houses of certain labourers 
in the Carrickalee division of that Union; 
(2) whether Mr. Agnew, Local Govern- 
ment Board Inspector, held an investi- 
gation and reported in favour of a scheme 
of cottages to replace those insanitary 
hovels ; (3) did the Local Government 
Board of Ireland approve of and adopt 
Mr. Agnew’s Report, and have any cot- 
tages been yet erected ; and (4) will he 
have any objection to place Mr. Agnew’s 
Report in this matter upon the Table of 
the House ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
reply to the first and second paragraphs 
is in the affirmative. As regards the 
third paragraph, the Local Government 
Board recommended the Guardians to 
make a scheme in accordance with the 
Inspector’s Report, namely, for the erec- 
tion of twenty-one cottages in five 
electoral divisions, nine of these cottages 
to be in the electoral division mentioned 
in the question ; no cottages have yet 
been built. Various preliminaries laid 
down by the Acts must first be gone 
through, and the Guardians some time 
since informed the Board that delay in 
this respect had been caused by the ill- 
ness of some of the members of the Local 
Committees appointed to select sites for 
the cottages. The Board are at present 
in communication with the Guardians on 
the subject. In reply to the fourth para- 
graph, it would be contrary to the in- 
variable practice to lay the Inspector's 
Report on the Table of the House. 
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FOREIGN PRISON-MADE GOODS. 
Mr. J. LOWLES (Shoreditch, 


Haggerston) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade—(1) whether his 
attention has been drawn to a statement 
in the Daily News of Saturday, to the 
effect that the Board of Trade is delaying 
the presentation of the Report of the 
Committee on Foreign Prison-made 
Goods ; and (2) when such Report may 
be expected to be presented to the House ? 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) asked whether it was not out of 
order to ask a question of a Minister 
founded on a newspaper paragraph with- 
out the hon. Member making himself re- 
sponsiblefor theaccuracy of thestatement, 
except only in the case of foreign affairs ¢ 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the first 
part of the question is out of order for 
the reason suggested, but the hon. Mem- 
ber may ask the question in the second 
paragraph. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I have not yet re- 
ceived the Report of the Committee on 
Foreign Prison-made Goods, and there is 
accordingly no truth in the suggestion 
that its presentation to this House is 
being delayed by the Board of Trade. 
I am unable to answer the second part 
of the question, but some days ago I 
gave directions for its presentation in 
dummy before the House rises, in order 
that it may be circulated to hon. Mem- 
bers during the Recess. 


REGENT’S CANAL—DROWNING CASES. 

Mr. LOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, whether he is aware that a 
Police Return has been issued, showing 
that 26 persons (mostly children) have 
been drowned in the Regent’s Canal 
this year, and 33 others were rescued 
from drowning by the police; and, 
whether he will cause immediate steps 
to be taken to have the banks of the 
Canal properly protected, especially be- 
tween the Rosemary Branch and 
Pritchard’s Road Bridges, at Haggerston, 
where these lamentable accidents chiefly 
occur 1 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY : Iam not 
aware that any Police Return has been 
issued, but the Commissioner of Police 
informs me that he has given to a private 
correspondent particulars of such cases 
within the knowledge of the police, and 
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that the figures quoted are correctly |to hope that there will not be any diffi- 

given. The canal banks are private|culty in coming to an agreement. No 

property, and are not patrolled by the Convention has, however, yet been 

Metropolitan Police. I am not aware | signed. 

that I have any power to enforce the! Mr. BYRON REED asked whether, 

protection desired, but I will communi-| assuming than an agreement was come 

cate with the canal company on the | to, it would apply specifically to the case 
subject. |of Dr. Herz? 

*Mr. CURZON : I am afraid my hon, 

|Friend has not quite accurately stated 

HISTORICAL PICTURES IN THE | the effect of the Extradition Act of last 

HOUSE OF CUMMONS. ‘session. According to that Act it is not 

Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.):| true that a person whose extradition is 

I beg to ask the First Commissioner of | demanded may be examined at his own 

Works, what has become of the Histori-| residence without being arrested. The 

cal Pictures which were formerly in the Extradition Act states that when a 

Smoking Room of the House of Com- fugitive criminal has been apprehended 

mons; and whether, if they are still) the case may be heard by a magistrate 


available, he will cause them to be placed 
in the new Smoking Room ? 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: When the 
Smoking Room was changed last year 
the Pictures to which my hon. Friend 
refers were ordered by my predecessor to 
be put into store in the building, and 
there they still remain. They were not 
considered suitable, on account of their 
large size and general appearance, for 
placing on the walls of the Smoking 
Room; and, from my recollection of 
them, I am inclined to concur in that 
view. If, however, my hon. Friend 
wishes it, I will look at the Pictures 
during the recess, and consider whether 
they might be hung in the new Smoking 
Room. 


EXTRADITION LAWS. 

Mr. BYRON REED: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the British and French 
Governments have come to an agreement 
regarding the modification of the Extra- 


‘elsewhere than at Bow Street. 

| *Srr ALBERT ROLLIT asked, was it 
'to be understood that the Act of last 
| Session was found to be ineffective and 
not to apply to the case of Dr. Herz? 

*Mr. CURZON: That is not exactly 
‘the case. That Act cannot come into 

operation until a Convention has been 
isigned with the French modifying the 
| Extradition Treaty. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT : What is the 
‘need of a Supplementary Act, if the Act 
| itself will apply when the Convention is 
agreed to? 

*Mr. CURZON: We require a Con- 
vention to secure the modification of the 
| Extradition Treaty at present in opera- 
tion between them and ourselves. 

Mr. WEIR: Has anything been done 
to bring about an agreement between 
|this and the French Government 1 
| *Mr. CURZON: I have stated that 
'we have approached them with that 
‘object in view, and we have reason to 
‘believe that the arrangement the hon. 
Member desires may shortly be arrived at. 








dition Laws between the two countries, | 
so that for the future any person whose | 
extradition is demanded may be ex-| men . R 
amined at his residence without being | TRUNK TELEPHONE LINES. 
arrested ; and, if so, whether it may be) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
understood that this applies to the case Boroughs): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
of Dr. Cornelius Herz ? General what progress has been made 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF with the extension of telephone lines into 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS Flintshire? 

(Mr. Gzorce Curzon, Lancashire, South- *Mr. HANBURY: A telephone trunk 
port): Her Majesty’s Government have |line has been erected from Chester 
suggested to the French Government | through Flintshire to Llandudno, 
that a Supplementary Convention should | and this line will, it is hoped, be avail- 
be signed in order to give effect to the | able for serving some of the towns about 
Extradition Act 1895, and have reason | its route as soon as the arrangements 


Sir Matthew Ridley. 
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1461 Berriew 
with the National Telephone Company 
are developed. But it will rest with 
that Company to establish the con- 
nections within areas provided for in the 
Agreement. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


*Srr C. DILKE: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, Mr. E. 


Strachey, I beg to ask the First Lord | 


of the Treasury, whether he is now 
aware that the West Highland Railway 
Bill will be opposed at all its further 
stages; and, in view of his statement 
that if this Bill proved to be contentious 
it would not be pressed, do the Govern- 
ment intend to proceed any further this 
Session with it ? 


Mr. WEIR: Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers that question, may 
I ask whether, seeing that the only 
opposition to the West Highland Rail- 
way Guarantee Bill comes from the 
Highland Railway Company [‘ No, 
no!”|, and that the people of the West 
Highlands and Islands are unanimously 
in favour of railway extension, and that 
the Mallaig Railway will shorten the 
journey between the Island of Lewis 
and Glasgow by 12 hours, the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
pressing the Bill forward through all its 
stages this Session ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): The public statement of 
objection to this Bill does not correspond 
with the version given by the hon. 
Gentleman, and I am unwilling to 
believe that any hon. Member is 
actuated in his public conduct by 
motives which he does not avow to the 
House. With regard to the question on 
the Paper, I have to say that it is with 
profound regret that the Government 
recognise that the determined opposition 
which has been exhibited in the past 
and announced for the future in connec- 
tion with this Bill, makes it absolutely 
impossible to pass the Bill during the 
present Session. The responsibility for 
the defeat of the measure must rest, and 
rest entirely and solely, with gentlemen 
who have initiated and carried out that 
opposition, and it is on their shoulders 
alone that the blame for any distress in 
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the Western Highlands consequent on 
the rejection or deferring of this measure 
must be placed. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I wish to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, in view 
of the fact that this Bill proposes a 
subsidy to the extent of a quarter of a 
million to one of the largest and 
wealthiest corporations in the United 
Kingdom—namely, the North British 
Railway Company—and whether, in 
view of the fact that this proposal was 
first brought forward five years ago, he 
considers it reasonable to complain of 
Members regarding this Bill as conten- 
tious. 

*Toe SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a matter of opinion entirely. 

Mr. FLYNN: May I ask whether 
the directors of this railway company are 
all prominent supporters of the present 
Government 1 

Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I know nothing about that. 


BERRIEW SCHOOL BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) desired to know from the 
First Lord of the Treasury, having 
regard to the answer he had given in 
reference to the West Highland Rail- 
way, whether the Berriew School Bill, 
which would be opposed as strenuously 
as the West Highland Railway Bill, 
would be pressed to a Second Reading 4 
He would draw the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to the fact that 
there were three notices on the paper 
for the rejection of this particular Bill. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Perhaps the hon. Gentleman 
will ask me that to-morrow. <A Division 
has been taken on the other Bill, and 
there has been a clear manifestation of 
the opinion of the Members of the House 
upon it. 

Mr. LEWIS: Am I to understand 
that the Bill will not be brought forward 
until to-morrow? It is in today’s 
Paper. 

THe FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: I cannot promise we won't 
take the Second Reading to-night. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman if this Bill was 
mentioned in the scheme of legislation, 
when he obtained the whole time of the 
House ? 
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Tae FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I cannot remember whether 
this Bill was mentioned, but it certainly 
comes under the description of being a 
Departmental Bill. It would be out of 
order if I described the circumstances at 
length, but I may remind the House 
that it is a Bill simply dealing with a 
departmental error made by the late 
Government, which they desired to re- 
pair and which this Bill designs to 
repair. 

Mr. LEWIS: I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman, whether he did not 
state that the opposition of one single 
Member would be sufficient to render a 
Bill of thiskind contentious; and, whether 
now that three Members signify opposi- 
tion to it, it does not become a conten- 
tious measure } 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY : I do not remember saying that 
the opposition of one Member would be 
sufficient to constituteit opposed business; 
but in any case the opposition has only 
been declared by Notices on the Paper. 
We have not yet had an actual Debate 
upon it. 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether any 
Report has been or will be issued by the 
Royal Commission on the Financial 
Relations of Great Britain and Ireland ; 
whether the evidence has yet been pub- 
lished in authorised form ; and, does the 
Government intend to propose the re- 
appointment of the Committee next 
Session 4 
Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY said, no Report had been issued, 
but the volume of evidence up to March, 
1895, had been published and presented 
to Parliament. As regarded the last 
paragraph, he must remind the hon. 
Member that this was not a Committee 
of the House, but a Royal Commission, 
and had only adjourned until autumn. 
It was not affected by changes of Govern- 
ment or Parliament. 


INDIAN STAFF CORPS OFFICERS. 
Address for— 


“ Copies of Papers containing the recommenda- 
tions made by the Government of India in order 
to prevent the supersession of Staff Corps 
Officers by those in the Line.’’--(Mr. Henniker 
Heaton.) 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [30th AUGUST] REPORT. 


Order read, for Further Consideration 
of Postponed Resolutions,— 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1885-6. 
On the Resolution, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £217,200, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the expenses of the Admiralty 
Office, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1896,” 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, there were various matters 
he wished to place before the First Lord 
of the Admiralty for his consideration 
during the Recess. And, first of all, he 
should like to know what position the 
Admiralty and the Navy occupied in the 
new Council of Defence. Was the 
Admiralty to go on as before, doing its 
own business and making its: own plans, 
or was it to be treated as in subordination 
to the new Council—in short, was there 
anything now taking place, or in con- 
templation, in connection with the new 
Scheme which would interfere with the 
independence of the Admiralty as 
hitherto understood. That independ- 
ence was, perhaps, less now than was 
commonly believed, for, if he was right, 
in the official hierarchy the head of the 
Navy was the War Office. The War 
Office was the primary official to put in 
movement all warlike action. If, in 
addition to that, the First Lord of the 
Admiralty was to be put under the iron 
heel of the new Council, then an entirely 
new set of conditions would arise, and 
the House and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would have to consider the new 
position that would thus be created for 
the Navy. Coming more closely to the 
Navy itself, he was aware it had always 
been the custom of the Admiralty, and 
especially the Sea Lords, to treat any 
criticisms and suggestions with the most 
profound contempt. He thought the 
Naval Lords were wrong to take up that 
position. He thought, indeed, they 
must have forgotten the teachings of 
their own department, and the history of 
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their own achievements. They might 
fairly be reminded that there was not 
one of the tools they used that had ever 
been invented by a Naval Lord. The 
steam they were so proud of, the elec- 
tricity they so much laud—all came from 
the outside. The conversion of the wooden 
ship into the iron ship, and the iron 
ship into the steel ship—none of these 
things came from the Admiralty. The 
only work on tactics that for years was 
in existence was written by a layman 
who had never in his life been to sea. 
Therefore the Admiralty were not justi- 
fied in rejecting with scorn criticism 
from the outside, seeing it was to the 
outside they were indebted for every 
valuable invention they ever had. It 
must be remembered that these Naval 
Lords were sailors for the greater part of 
their life, locked up in small vessels 
with few men, and these always the 
same, and consequently they had a ten- 
dency to be narrow-minded and arrogant. 
With this preface he invited the righthon. 
Gentleman to give renewed attention to 
the strategy of the questions raised by the 
new works now in course of construc- 
tion. The present Naval Lords, or the 
First Lord, had quite recently discovered 
the torpedo. Why, the torpedo was in 
the year 1805 brought almost to perfec- 
tion in its essence, but it had never been 
a success, and he believed never would 
be a success, . except under circum- 
stances of the greatest possible dis- 
regard of precautions on the part of 
the ship attacked. He remembered 
well Sir Hastings Yelverton telling him 
that in the old war, somewhere 
about 1803, when the British fleet 
were blockading Brest harbour, he was 
sent, in a fog, to fasten a torpedo to a 
French vessel inside the harbour, and in 
the fog he rowed around and fastened it 
to his own vessel. Already, he believed, 
the torpedo was beginning to decrease 
in estimation, its terrors were beginning 
to be less than they were. Yet this 
was the moment chosen to make out of 
it a great scare. If he might venture 
one word, and one word only, to the 
captain of a vessel in regard to the 
torpedo, it would be this—never anchor. 
The Admiralty had invented a scheme 
of breakwaters at Dover, Portland, and 
Gibraltar, and what they said to the 
captain of a vessel was—do anchor, and 
we will give you a breakwater which 
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shall keep out those torpedoes. Whether 
it would not be found, on the contrary, 
that these breakwaters exposed the ves- 
sels of the Navy to other dangers he did 
not pretend to say. He also invited the 
right hon. Gentleman seriously to con- 
sider the situation created by the piling 
on of armour upon our ships. In his 
opinion this piling on of armour meant 
the abandonment of the offensive for the 
defensive, and the throwing away of 
armament for armour, of the sword 
in order to take up the shield. Of 
course it also involved the surrender of 
a great deal of seaworthiness. With 
regard to big ships it seemed to him they 
were misled in the same way, and for the 
same reason as they were misled by the 
torpedo. He believed that this exaggera- 
tion of the size of ships was altogether a 
mistake, and he quoted one of the ablest 
and greatest authorities we have, Pro- 
fessor Laughton, in support of that view : 


“ On no point,”’ said Professor Laughton, “is 
the teaching of history more positive than this, 
that, beyond a certain limit, the force of a ship 
of war does not increase in proportion to an in- 
crease of size; and, again, that within, of course, 
reasonable limits, twosmall ships are superior to 
one large one ; and yet again, that in a general 
action victory depends on _ superiority of 
numbers.” 


When it came to a question of another 
programme of naval construction, he 
hoped a greater part would be given to 
the smaller ship, and a smaller part to 
those monstrous and costly vessels which 
by their draught of water were debarred 
from a considerable proportion of the ser- 
vice which some British ship or the other 
had to do. One other point he wished to 
suggest, and that was the question of 
fuel. Oil fuel was a- practical success, not 
merely on ships but on railways, and 
he only put it as one of the items to 
which he trusted the Admiralty would 
give its earnest attention. The Ad- 
miralty were afraid of the coalowners and 
the Coal Vote, and had never therefore 
been able to entertain this question of 
oil fuel, but really the moment had 
arrived when it should be done. If they 
could use oil fuel it would double or 
treble the fuel-carrying capacity, not only 
on the large ships, but on the torpedo- 
catchers and torpedo-boats. He must 
say a word, too, about cordite ammuni- 
tion. He was appalled on Saturday to 
hear the Under Secretary of State in the 
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late Administration say that the reason 
we had not an adequate supply of small- 
arm ammunition was because some com- 
petent persons held that under certain 
conditions it was “ possibly treacherous 
and unreliable,” because in short we could 
not trust cordite as safe ammunition. 
Now it was on board ship that unsafe 
ammunition was the most dangerous and 
most unsafe. It was on board ship that 
cordite ammunition was most exposed to 
the variations of temperature and 
climate which aggravated its treacherous 
character. At Ceylon they had a tem- 
perature of 100 degrees day and night 
on the deck of the ship, and what would 
happen if anything went wrong in the 
magazine he left the House to imagine. 
Turning to personnel, he had seen with 
great apprehension what seemed to him 
the beginning of a system of saddling 
responsibility upon the wrong shoulders. 
He had heard it preached that the per- 
son to be held responsible was not always 
the captain of a ship, but the admiral or 
somebody else, and he took as an illus- 
tration the T. A. signal, according to 
which the admiral alone was to know 
what manceuvre was to be performed, 
and everybody else was to play a game 
of “ follow my leader ” without knowing 
what was in the admiral’s mind. He 
invited the First Lord to return to the 
old practice of the sea in this respect. A 
smaller point was the question of leave. 
A naval officer at home got six weeks’ 
leave, but one serving abroad, when he 
came home, was entitled only to two 
weeks per year. Thus, when he came 
home at the end of three years, he found 
himself entitled only to such leave as 
the home man had every year of his 
time. And that was not all, for though 
he came home entitled to six weeks’ 
leave he did not get it. He was ordered 
away constantly in a week or a fort- 
night. He did not only not get it, but 
it was not saved up for him. Surely 
they ought not to refuse those men who 
were doing the work of the Navy 
abroad the small modicum of leave which 
they were entitled to. Again, as regards 
the question of hospitality, it was a 
great hardship upon naval officers to be 
called upon to extend an expensive 
welcome to officers of foreign nations for 
national purposes. This official hospi- 
tality ought not to be paid for out of 
their private pockets; they ought to 


Mr, Gibson Bowles. 
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have a table allowance, just as the ad- 
miral had. He now came to what was 
the most pressing matter that arose upon 
this Vote, and that was the Order in 
Council issued on 26th July with re 
ference to the supply of extra lieutenants 
for the Navy. In reply to a question the 
right hon. Gentleman informed him that 
there were in the Royal Navy 884 naval 
lieutenants, but of these there were 
153, or 1 in 6, who he submitted 
were not naval lieutenants at all; they 
were naval lieutenants who had been 
allowed to withdraw themselves from the 
proper Naval Service and were allowed to 
take up the position of torpedoand gunnery 
lieutenants. These torpedo and gunnery 
lieutenants were in fact withdrawn from 
the work of naval lieutenants. They did 
not keep the usual watch. When he 
asked a question on this matter a few 
days since he received the answer, in 
carefully-chosen words, that these officers 
were not exempt from the duty. No, 
they were not; but he then asked whether 
they did, in fact, keep watch and he was 
informed that they did. What he under- 
stood by keeping watch was taking 
watch in turn during the cruise or voy- 
age, and in this sense no torpedo and 
gunnery lieutenant did keep watch in 
turns with other lieutenants. True, on 
an emergency the torpedo and gunnery 
lieutenant might be called upon to do so, 
but it was an exceptional thing and, 
generally speaking, he imagined the 
keeping watch was mostly limited to 
taking charge of the deck while the 
officer in charge went below for half-an- 
hour or so. The result was these officers 
lost touch of the work, becoming torpedo 
and gunnery men, and being no longer 
naval lieutenants in every sense of the 
term. To the extent, then, of 153 from 
844 the staff of naval lieutenants was 
reduced, and it was found necessary to 
adopt some means of bringing up the 
strength of this class of officers, because 
a certain number of them were set to do 
work which might be equally well done, 
and, indeed, he believed it would be 
better done, by the Marine Artillery. 
He invited the Admiralty to make the 
experiment. He would undertake to 
say that captains of the Blue Marines 
would be found perfectly competent to 
take the position of gunnery lieutenants 
on board battle ships. Would the 
Admiralty accept volunteers for the 
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Service? If the First Lord would allow 
the experiment to be made of putting 
two or three captains of the Blue Marines 
on board sea-going battle ships as gun- 
nery lieutenants, on condition of giving 
up their Army positions, he felt sure they 
would perform the duty to absolute 
satisfaction. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty would agree that for gunnery 
work naval lieutenants were not required, 
the work would be done just as well by 
the Blue Marines, by the Royal Naval 
Artillery. Again and again the Govern- 
ment had been told, when proposing to 
enter on some great programme of ship- 
building, that the first thing to be done 
was to prepare the men. You can make 
a ship in twenty months, but you cannot 
prepare a first-class seaman or an officer 
in that time ; and, consequently, whenever 
you have to make an increase in ships 
and guns the first thing to be done, in 
common prudence, should be to increase 
the number of boys on board the 
Britannia and the St. Vincent. This 
had not hitherto been done, or it 
was only just beginning to be done, while 
it should have been done years ago. 
Therefore, in two ways, a scarcity had 
been produced : first, by taking away a 
sixth of the naval lieutenants for other 
than naval purposes and for work that 
could as well be performed by the Blue 
Marines—he had referred to gunnery 
work, but he would include torpedo work 
with a very little training; and, in the 
second place, the number of boys on the 
training ships had not been increased. 
Face to face with the difficulty that 
there were not enough naval lieutenants, 
the question was, how to get them. He 
submitted that the Admiralty had taken 
the most unfortunate way of filling up 
the vacancies. | Nobody appreciated 
more than he did the very fine qualities 
of mercantile marine officers ; they were 
invaluable, and it would be of the 
greatest advantage to have those qualities 
of a somewhat different character to 
those of naval officers in the Navy. But, 
first, he asked himself, would the scheme 
proposed secure the best officers of the 
Mercantile Marine? It was proposed 
to take an officer for a short period 
and then to get rid of him, never, 
except under special circumstances, 
giving him promotion to the rank’ of 
Commander. This offer would not attract 
the most valuable men to the Service, 
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because they were offered no career, but 
only temporary employment ; and not the 
best men of the Mercantile Marine 
would avail themselves of the offer, but 
only those who had not found appoint- 
ments and a career on the great lines. 
That was one of the vices of the scheme, 
that it would not secure the kind of Mer- 
cantile Marine officers he wished to see 
on board Her Majesty’s ships. As he 
understood the Order in Council, the 
Admiralty retained the power of pro- 
motion to the rank of Commander of 
certain Mercantile Marine officers they 
were about to bring in, but it was only 
to be applied in cases of gallantry in 
action. That he could not but regard as 
a foolish regulation. Obviously many 
good officers would never get the chance 
of displaying gallantry in action, though 
it was to be presumed that every officer 
would show gallantry if he had the 
opportunity. Officers of the Navy knew, 
moreover, that promotion for gallantry 
had not always been successful, because 
gallantry in action was not the greatest, 
but indeed one of the last qualities that 
should lead to promotion. Then what 
was going to be done in regard to present 
naval officers in comparison with Mer- 
cantile Marine officers? A boy was now 
taken to the Britannia at the age of 13, 
and his father was called upon to pro- 
vide him with an allowance, an outfit, 
and to incur heavy expenses. The boy 
could not be sent to a public school or to 
college, and he was under various dis- 
abilities, which were necessary for his 
training. He had, himself, two boys 
under such conditions, and he in no way 
complained of the conditions. But what 
he did complain of was that, after a boy 
had been subjected to these conditions, 
and at the age of 21 became a sub- 
lieutenant, then in effect the Admiralty 
said: “ All this was useless; we shall 
bring in a man who has fulfilled none of 
these conditions, but is just as good, and 
we shall call him a lieutenant.” That 
was so under the right hon. Gentleman’s 
new scheme. 
Mr. GOSCHEN : Not mine. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, the 
right hon. Gentleman would be respon- 
sible for the appointments. He was sure 
the right hon. Gentleman would acquit 
him of any desire to embarrass the pre- 
sent Board of Admiralty—he was only 
putting forward what seemed to him a 
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cogent argument against the scheme. 
These appointments would be made over 
the heads of sub-lieutenants who had 
been seven or eight years in the Service. 
No doubt the right hon. Gentleman 
would say this was only a temporary 
arrangement, and promotion to the rank 
of Commander would be only in certain 
cases, but it was one of the vices of the 
scheme that it would inflict a wrong 
upon sub-lieutenants in the Navy, while 
it was not calculated to secure the ser- 
vices of the best men in the Mercan- 
tile Marine. Then, again, naval 
lieutenants who had gone through the 
mill would be at a disadvantage 
as compared with the men brought in. 
He was very much afraid that this plan 
would not work very satisfactorily either 
for the gentlemen who were to be 
brought in from the Mercantile Marine 
or for the Naval officers themselves. 
There was considerable discontent already 
existing at the mere prospect of this 
arrangement, on the part of the Naval 
officers, and it was more serious to have 
discontent among Naval officers than 
among any other body of men in the ser- 
vice. There was a way by which, with- 
out bringing in anybody from the out- 
side, they could supply themselves with 
the extra officers they required. He 
had never ceased to plead the cause of 
the warrant officers. It had always 
seemed to him that, in the interests of 
good service, they should open the 
door to quarter-deck rank to these 
officers. But, in the most foolish and 
purblind way they had imposed upon 
themselves the condition that they 
should never give to warrant officers this 
promotion except for gallantry in action, 
which was a mere affair of luck and 
chance. This hour of emergency, when 
they wanted lieutenants, gave them an 
opportunity of re-considering the case of 
warrant officers, a considerable number 
of whom were fit to become lieutenants. 
His belief was that the hundred men 
required could have been obtained from 
the ranks of the service ; first of all, by 
promoting to the rank of lieutenant a 
certain number of sub-lieutenants ; and 
secondly, by promoting to the rank of 
sub-lieutenant a certain number of the 
most competent, able, and capable of 
the warrant officers. It was absolutely 
useless to think of building ships or 
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bringing forth guns, unless they had 
previously taken the precaution to have 
their men in such a state of training 
that they would be ready for the ships 
and guns. The men made no show; 
their training made no show. Big guns 
and big ships did make a show; and, 
therefore, whenever any effort had to be 
made in favour of the Navy, it took the 
form of big guns and big ships, and 
the men were left to take care of them- 
selves. He brought forward these im- 
portant subjects in the confident hope 
that during the Recess the right hon. 
Gentleman would take them into con- 
sideration, and that when next year 
came he might have a better account 
to give of his administration as trans- 
lated into Estimates than he had had 
the advantage of doing in any Estimates 
hitherto presented. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FOSTER (Belfast, 
W.) hoped he was deceiver. in the im- 
pression he gathered that there was a 
desire on the part of the First Lord of 
the Treasury to minimise the importance 
of the communication which had been 
made to the country with regard to the 
position of the Lord President of the 
Council in the Committee of National 
Defence. Certainly, no announcement 
gave more satisfaction to those who, like 
himself, had desired to see the arrange- 
ment, for the defence of the Empire put 
on a proper footing. It was not desir- 
able to subordinate in any administrative 
way the heads of the two great Depart- 
ments to any colleague however distin- 
guished ; but what they had hoped and 
believed was that this Committee would 
ensure the performance of duties which 
were neither exclusively War Office nor 
Admiralty duties. The feeling amongst 
those who had studied the question was 
that the enormous potentiality of the 
Empire for defence had never yet been 
utilised. He had, with others, been 
labouring to bring about the recognition 
of this fact, and to obtain a body who 
would be able to deal with such ques- 
tions as the contribution of the colonies 
and the actual distribution as between 
two Departments of the resources which 
the great power of this Empire placed at 
their disposal. He was most anxious to 
believe that the Government were not in 
any way going back from the full signi- 
ficance of the statement made with regard 
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to the institution of the Council of 
Defence. He desired to take this op- 
portunity of reminding the House how 
great and enormous was this change. 
He was most anxious that it should not 
be thought, either in the House or out- 
side, that the House was divided into 
two sections, one composed of irrespon- 
sible and irrational persons of small 
grievances on Army and Naval matters, 
and the other of immovable officials who 
took the opposite view. It was a 
matter of satisfaction to feel that there 
had been a response, not only on the 
part of the present Administration, but 
on the part of its predecessors in these 
matters, and it was a matter of con- 
gratulation to him and those who 
worked with him to know that they had 
not been labouring on the wrong lines, 
or making proposals that were absolutely 
unreasonable. With regard to the reply 
which he received the other day from 
the First Lord of the Admiralty, as to 
the entertainments which Naval officers 
were to provide, he wished to make a 
suggestion. It would not be desirable, 
and was not the wish of the Naval 
officers, that, in all cases where hospitality 
was given, the cost should be borne by 
the nation ; but he thought, when ships 
were sent to perform some national 
function, as they were recently at Kiel, 
at Portsmouth, and at Havre, where the 
essence of the service was hospitality, 
the expense should not be thrown upon 
the officers, but should be borne by a 
public grant. In many cases these 
officers were poor men, and if relief could 
be given without interfering with the 
sound sentiment which the right hon. 
Gentleman had laid down, a very great 
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officers. With regard to the question 
of recruiting the ranks of the officers of 
the Navy from the mercantile marine, 
he was positive that such a step would 
not have been taken without the con- 
currence and approval of the Naval 
officers themselves, but he hoped that 
this step would be regarded as a tem- 
porary and provisional one, justified only 
by the existence of an emergency, 
and that no attempt would be 
made to set it up as a precedent. 
The system under which we obtained 
our naval officers had not a commercial 
basis. They were paid sums which were 
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absurdly small, and the chief considera- 
tion for their services was the social 
prestige which attached to the Navy. 
The officers’ society on board one of Her 
Majesty’s ships was very select, and dis- 
content would very likely be caused by 
the indiscriminate introduction into that 
society of men from the Mercantile 
Marine, even though they were men of 
the highest class in their profession. The 
family relations, habits of mind, and 
subjects of conversation among the officers 
of the Royal Navy were probably all 
different from those of the men whom it 
was proposed to introduce into their 
society, and if this new scheme were 
put into operation to any large extent 
the naval officer would almost inevitably 
feel that he was not obtaining what he 
had contracted for when he entered the 
service. The result might be a serious 
difficulty in obtaining naval officers from 
the social ranks from which they now 
came, and that might lead to the 
necessity of awarding commissions accord- 
ing to some totally new plan. He 
trusted, therefore, that the appointments 
which were to be made from the Mercan- 
tile Marine would not be regarded as 
constituting a precedent, and that they 
would be made in every case under the 
supervision of some responsible officer at 
the Admiralty. 

Mr. F. G. BARNES (Kent, Faver- 
sham) said, that it was his duty to draw 
the attention of the First Lord to the 
grievances of a large and important class 
of his constituents. He referred to the 
skilled and ordinary labourers employed 
in the dockyard at Sheerness. The 
skilled labourers were a very intelligent 
and highly trained body of men, and 
were employed as machinists, rivetters 
and drillers, and in other occupations. 
They complained that although the rate 
of wages in the dockyard ranged from 
21 to 27 shillings a week, the majority 
of the skilled labourers were actually 
receiving less than 24 shillings. That, 
they considered, was not sufficient remu- 
neration for the kind of work which they 
had to do. The position of the ordinary 
labourers had, no doubt, been materially 
improved of late, the wages having been 
raised to 19s.a week. But owing to the 
high prices of commodities in dockyard 
towns, and the high rate of house rents, 
ranging, he believed, from 4s. to 6s, 
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a week, it was next to impossible for a 
labourer to live and bring up his family 
upon the low weekly wage which he 
received. Another subject calling for 
attention was the burning question of 
pensions, gratuities, and deferred pay. 
Under the existing system, an establish- 
ment man got a pension on reaching 60 
years of age, and he believed that 
the pension was calculated on 
the basis of one-sixtieth of the man’s 
pay for every year of his service 
as anestablishment man. But this pen- 
sion was really deferred pay, a weekly 
sum having been deducted by the 
Government from the man’s wages. If 
he died before reaching the age of 60, 
his widow and children got nothing, 
although there had been this weekly 
deduction from his earnings. The hired 
man also complained. A man might 
work as a hired labourer for 15 or 20 
years and then be put on the establish- 
ment, but his service during those pre- 
vious years was not taken into account 
in calculating his pension. Then a hired 
man was entitled to a bonus on his reach- 
ing the pension age, but if he came on to 
the establishment he lost that right. He 
was glad to know that the First Lord 
had agreed to meet the dockyard Mem- 
bers to discuss these and other questions, 
and he trusted that in the interval 
before that meeting took place, the 
right hon. Gentleman would give careful 
consideration to the subjects to which 
he had drawn attention, and might 
arrange some plan for the improvement 
of the lot of these meritorious and 
hard-working men. 

Mr. H. E. KEARLEY (Devonport), 
referring to the Order in Council pro- 
viding for the introduction of 100 officers 
of the Mercantile Marine into the Royal 
Navy, asked how the appointments to 
the ranks of lieutenant and sub-lieu- 
tenant were to be divided. The Order in 
Council contained nothing to indicate 
how many officers were to be appointed 
to each of these ranks. He regretted 
that when the Admiralty determined to 
introducethese mercantile officers into the 
Navy they did not decide to confine their 
selection to the class of Royal Naval Re- 
serve Officers, a large percentage of whom 
had merits which would recommend them 
strongly to the officers of the Royal 
Navy. On the reserve lists there were 
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270 lieutenants, 400 sub-lieutenants, and 
over 300 midshipmen, and many of these 
had served 12 months on commissioned 
ships and held certificates in gunnery 
and torpedo practice. He feared that 
the scheme propounded by the Admiralty 
would prove to be a failure, for it was 
not viewed with favour either in the 
Navy or in the Mercantile Marine, 
Naval officers would have legitimate 
ground for complaint if they found that 
the men introduced were men of inferior 
calibre, for that might lower the status 
of the naval officer. The hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn had pointed out that it 
was unreasonable to suppose that the 
best men in the Mercantile Marine 
would respond to the invitation of the 
Government, because a permanent career 
was not offered tothem. The ablest men 
would not give up permanent positions 
good pay, and satisfactory prospects to 
accept temporary service in the Royal 
Navy under the conditions proposed. The 
probability, therefore, was that the 
invitation would only be responded to 
by inferior men who had not the quali- 
fications required for the highest 
positions in the Mercantile Marine. 
Even supposing the Admiralty were in 
@ position to offer such attractive terms 
as would induce men to come into the 
Navy, it would be almost a breach of 
faith with the shipowners who have so 
thoroughly co-operated in making the 
Naval Reserve a success. It was very 
evident that some scheme was necessary 
to meet this dearth of lieutenants. He 
did not think the Admiralty could be 
exonerated from blame for this state of 
things. They had been warned time 
after time that it must happen. There 
was one source upon which they might 
draw which they had altogether ignored, 
namely, the warrant officers. The war- 
rant officer joined the service at the age 
of 14 or 15, and if it was an essential 
condition that officers should be trained 
up from their youth in the service, that 
condition was certainly fulfilled in the 
case of the warrant officer. More than 
that, he was accustomed to naval disci- 
pline, and was accustomed, not only to 
obey himself, but to enforce obedience. 
He was told that the knowledge of navi- 
gation possessed by the Mercantile 
Marine officer outweighed the other 
qualifications of the warrant officer, but 
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since 1889 warrant officers had been 
instructed in navigation, and were fre- 
quently appointed for navigation duties 
to gunboats and surveying ships, and he 
was sure that they would readily submit 
themselves to any examination that 
might be necessary. It was said that 
there was a general feeling amongst 
Naval officers against the admission of 
warrant officers to commissioned rank. 
He did not admit that that was so. He 
had received a letter from a Naval officer 
of some distinction who was at present 
in command of a first-class battleship, in 
which he declared that it was a mon- 
strous shame that warrant officers, born 
and bred to the trade, should be ignored, 
and that if five or 10 lieutenants’ com- 
missions could be offered annually to 
warrant officers, it would remove a 
grievance that was growing more rapidly 
among the rank and file of the Navy 
than many people dreamed of. “It is 
absurd to say,” the letter went on, “ that 
we Naval officers should not welcome 
them as well as we should welcome 
Naval Reserve men.” That was the 
opinion of a Naval officer, and he was 
sure he expressed the opinion of very 
many others. He knew that some 
Naval officers in the House, like the gal- 
lant Admiral opposite, could not bear 
the idea of the warrant officer getting 
the opportunity of advancing himself, 
but he thought they were very much be- 
hind the age, and he would prefer the 
opinion of an officer who was now serv- 
ing to that of the gallant Admiral, who 
had been out of the service so many 
years. The Navy was the only Crown 
service in which the men could not rise 
to the highest position. And what was 
the result? It was to be seen in the 
returns of the number of men who 
quitted the Navy at the expiry of their 
first term. As many as 33 per cent. 
did so, and declined to re-engage. That 
was very disadvantageous to England 
but very advantageous to other nations. 
When it was suggested that a naval 
training school should be established in 
the United States, the Secretary to the 
Admiralty said that it was altogether 
unnecessary, because they had a con- 
tinuous flow of splendid men who had 
left the British Navy. An opportunity 
was now at hand to remove this anomaly. 
The First Lord in the previous Conserva- 
tive Administration promised to give 
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some attention to the desires of the 
warrant officers. During the term of 
office of the late Government the House 
was assured over and over again that 
the question was receiving every consi- 
deration, and the present First Lord the 
other day, in answer to a question as to 
whether the Committee that was ap- 
pointed to deal with the question had 
reported, said that the question was still 
under consideration. He hoped that 
the claims of the warrant officers would 
be attended to before the question was 
finally settled. If the Admiralty could 
only see their way to opening the com- 
missioned ranks to a few warrant officers, 
it would be of the highest advantage to 
the Navy, would pacify the vanity, if he 
might so call it, of the lower deck, 
would prevent men from quitting the 
service at the end of their first term, 
and diminish the evils which arose from 
that cause. 

*CommanDER PHILLPOTTS (Devon, 
Torquay) said, he wished to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether, during 
the Recess, he would consider the case 
of two classes of men serving in the 
Navy. He referred, in the first place, to 
the coastguardsmen, from whom much 
more was demanded than formerly. 
When he first joined the service there 
was hardly a man among them who 
understood the semaphore, but now they 
were required to be trained signalmen, 
and when afloat had to do duty in any 
part of the ship to which they might be 
appointed. Under these circumstances, 
he thought the conditions under which 
they joined the coastguard might with 
advantage be reconsidered. The coast- 
guardsmen only asked to be put on the 
same footing as their comrades afloat. 
They asked for the additional 2d. a 
day given to seamen on re-engagement, 
and that their pensions should be calcu- 
lated on the same scale. He pointed 
out that any petty officer on joining 
the Coastguard had to forfeit his rating, 
and was thus placed at a considerable 
disadvantage as compared with those who 
remained afloat. He hoped this matter 
would receive consideration during the 
coming Recess. The other class to whom 
he wished to call attention was the 
Royal Naval Reserve. It was a well 
known fact that the number of British 
seamen serving in ocean going vessels 
had decreased, therefore that source of 
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supply for the Naval Reserve was inade- 
quate. He might point out that they 
had a large number of men serving in 
deep sea fishing boats and trawlers who 
would form the very best material for the 
Naval Reserve, but at present the in- 
ducements held out were insufficient as 
they could only serve as second class men. 
He thought the Admiralty should give 
this matter their consideration, and 
allow these hardy fishermen to become 
eligible for the first class Reserve. When 
serving with the Coastguard he had ex- 
perience withthese men. Seven hundred of 
them drilled annually at a battery under 
his command, and a better class of men 
could not be found. When the battery 
was inspected he never heard a word, 
other than of approbation, as regarded 
the efficiency of the men; and as 
to their conduct he would only point 
out one fact—that during the five years 
he had to do with the battery, there was 
never one single instance of a man who 
was at drill being pulled up before a ma- 
gistrate. Considering that they were 
nearly all serving away from their wives 
and families, he thought it was a clear 
proof that their conduct was all that it 
should be. He did not intend to follow 
hon. Members into their criticism on the 
question of officers. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn referred to the gunnery lieu- 
tenants, and suggested that captains 
of the Royal Marine Artillery were well 
qualified to perform their duties. The 
gunnery lieutenant was not only a skilled 
artillerist but he also had to be efficient 
to discharge his duty in every part 
of the ship, and to take command at 
any time if necessary. He thought 
it would be a retrograde step to put it in 
the power of any one to say that the 
executive officers of the Navy did not 
understand their own guns. The hon. 
Member for Devonport referred to 
the promotion of warrant officers. 
He should be as glad as anyone 
to see them promoted to commission 
rank, but there were difficulties in the 
way, particularly in the matter of age ; 
the average age at which a warrant was 
obtained was 27. Suppose a warrant 
officer obtained a lieutenant’s commis- 
sion at 29, he would be 6 years behind a 
lieutenant promoted from the sub-lieu- 
tenants’ list. He did not think the 
proposal would benefit the warrant 
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officers, most of whom were married men 
and would find themselves worse off as 
commissioned officers than at present. 
Mr. E. J.C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said, the most serious objections taker 
against the promotion of the warrant 
officers was that it would cost money. He 
believed it would be the reverse, that if 
the demands of the warrant officers were 
granted, money would be saved to the 
country. He did not think suflicient 
stress had been laid on the figures with 
regard to the number of men who did 
not rejoin at the end of their first ten 
years’ service. The return made in June 
last for the three years 1889-90-91 
showed of the number of seamen who 
left, 33 per cent. in 1889, 32 per cent. in 
1890, and 33 per cent. again in 1891 did 
not rejoin. That was one-third left after 
the first ten years service. To make an 
ordinary seaman cost the country £300, 
If he joined at 18 he did not become an 
able seaman until he was 21. It was 
obvious that if at 28 he rejoined for a 
second ten years, the latter term was 
more valuable to the nation. If they 
could do something to make men join 
for the second term, there would be a 
considerable saving to the nation on each 
man. There was a demand not only 
from the warrant officers but from others 
that a career should be opened up to 
them in some way or other. After 30 
the warrant officer found a brick wall 
across his career, and he must go on to 
50 when he became a chief warrant officer. 
He thought something should be done, 
by reserving positions for these men, 
to quicken promotion all the way down. 
This matter had been repeatedly brought 
before the late Government, and on the 
18th of March last the then Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty gave them reason to 
believe that the matter was approaching 
consummation, and although he would 
pledge himself, he certainly spoke in a 
way that made them believe that the 
Board of Admiralty had decided to 
adopt this plan. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentlemen would be able to say 
that matters were left by the late Go- 
vernment in a condition sufficiently far 
advanced for him to express an opinion 
on the matter, and, in effect, to give 
them what they wanted. In regard to 
dockyard matters, it was within his 
knowledge that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s previous administration at the 
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Admiralty was remembered with grati- 
tude by Government employés in Her 
Majesty's Dockyard. He was extremely 
glad to hear the right hon. Gentleman 
promise that he would personally con- 
sider the objections sent up from the 
dockyard before the Estimates were pre- 
pared. He suggested that a minimum 
wage of 19s. a week was not enough for 
ordinary labourers in places where they 
could not hire a single room for less than 
3s. 6d. The question of classification 
was an important one ; the men disliked 
the system by which some men who did 
exactly the same kind of work received 
a higher rate of pay than others simply 
because they were in a different class, 
the reason being that they feared 
favouritism. There was the question of 
the shipwrights also, who as artisans 
objected on trades union grounds to 
being put to the ordinary work of sea- 
men, such as cooking, and washing down 
the decks when on board ships. 

Mr. W. O. CLOUGH (Portsmouth) 
desired to emphasise what had been said 
about that class of labourers who were 
confined in a small space while on board 
ship, and received an extra allowance of 
1d. on account of the nature of the work. 
They desired that allowance to be in- 
creased to 14d., which did not seem to 
be unreasonable. In regard to warrant 
officers, a good many Members had over- 
looked the fact that, although there 
might be difficulties in the way of pro- 
motion for these men, they were left to 
suppose that their case was being con- 
sidered, and that their demands would 
be complied with so far as the Admiralty 
could do so. That impression had been 
given at a very recent interview, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
see his way to add his own assurances on 
the subject. 

*Tue FIRST LORD or tut ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscnen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) : I think the 
House will see that I have got my work 
cut out for me during the Recess, because 
there are so many topics connected with 
the Navy for which my anxious con- 
sideration has been asked. Hon. Mem- 
bers have spoken of various branches of 
the Service and various classes of men, 
and I can assure the House that I, with 
my colleagues at the Board of Admiralty, 
will give these matters our continued 
attention, with the greatest anxiety to do 
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right by the Navy. Fortunately I am 
aided in my efforts by the presence on 
the Board of a number of Naval officers 
of great experience and ability. My 
hon. Friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn was not just to the Lords 
of the Admiralty. Those who have 
known the officers who in succession 
have filled these responsible posts, must 
know their great authority and experi- 
ence, and the affection that is felt towards 
many of these, I may say, great men by 
Naval officers. I need only mention 
the names of Sir Geoffrey Hornby, Sir 
Alexander Milne, and Sir George Tryon, 
to remind the House that these are not 
the class of men who have only served 
on out-of-the-way stations, not such men 
as the hon. Member described. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said, he had 
not intended to convey that meaning. 
*Mr. GOSCHEN : I do not call such 
men as the Commander-in-Chief of a 
squadron, with some 30 vessels, many 
officers, and many thousands of men 
under him, narrow-minded men. [“ Hear, 
hear!”] There are many persons who 
think that the whole administration of 
the Navy ought to be confided to profes- 
sional men such as these, and believe 
them more competent than simple 
civilians to perform all the duties which 
we now share with them. That may be 
going too far, but to ignore or minimise 
the value of such professional assistance 
is most unfair. [‘ Hear, hear!”] And 
when my hon. Friend thinks that we 
have only taken counsel with Naval 
Lords, I can assure him that we are in 
constant touch with other naval officers 
of all schools. In the Naval Intelligence 
Department we have admirable officers 
who bring us in touch with all that goes 
on abroad, and, besides that, there is a 
general practice that, whenever an Ad- 
miral comes back froma foreign command, 
he sees the First Lord, and is cross- 
examined by him with regard to his 
command, the officers under him, the 
ships and their crews, and so on ; and, 
therefore, we are not cut off, as it 
were, and restricted to consultation 
with two or three elderly men, but 
we have every opportunity of ascertain- 
ing what the views of the Navy really 
are. Those are the remarks which I 
think it is my duty to make in regard 
to the men with whom I am associated 
and upon whose judgment I must and I 
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shall rely during the time that I hold 
my present oftice. { Hear, hear ! ”| 
Then my hon. Friend spoke, as it was 
perfectly natural that he should speak, 
with reference to the new arrangements 
as regards responsibility for the Army 
and Navy. The main idea, as I under- 
stand, is that those matters which con- 
cern both the Army and the Navy 
together shall be considered by a 
Committee of the Cabinet, with the 
President of the Council at its head. 
But there is no idea whatever either 
that the Secretary of State for War or 
the First Lord of the Admiralty should 
be “put under the heel” or under the 
authority of any other person or body 
of persons. If the Committee of the 
Cabinet were of opinion that any 
Estimates for the Navy were inadequate, 
I might protest that I was right, but 
accept more. On the other hand, if they 
were to decide that less should be 
done, then I should have to consider 
my position and responsibility. That is 
what I say about the personal position 
of the First Lord. The Board of 
Admiralty is as responsible under the 
new arrangement as it was before. But 
there are a number of subjects, as 
it has been pointed out both in this 
House and outside, where both the 
Army and the Navy touch, where there 
are joint operations that may have to 
be performed, or wherea joint distribution 


take the cases of Ascension and St. 
Helena. It may be a question how 
much the War Office ought to do and 
how much the Admiralty ought to do. 
Again, there might arise a question in 
regard to defence-of the ports as to how 
much the Army should do and how 
much the Navy should do. Such ques- 
tions might well be referred to the Joint 
Committee, presided over by an indepen- 
dent person—a Minister not connected 
with either Department. Since the 
Report of the Hartington Commission, 
an immense deal has already been done. 
There has been sitting a Naval and 
Military Defence Committee, who have 
studied a vast variety of these questions, 
which, if not studied, might in time lead 
to friction, particularly in case of war. 
A good deal of ground has been covered 
so far as professional opinion is con- 
cerned. Upon that Committee, under the 
presidency of the Parliamentary Under 
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Secretary for War, sat the First Naval 
Lord, the Adjutant General, the Admiral 
Superintendent of Reserves, the head of 
the Naval Intelligence Department, the 
Director of Military Intelligence, the 
Inspector General of Fortifications, the 
Director of Naval Ordnance, and the Di- 
rector of Artillery, and great work has 
already been done. That work will now 
receive Cabinet sanction by being brought 
before the Committee of the Cabinet. 
The Committee now submit their recom- 
mendations, and many of them have 
already been carried out. The Cabinet 
examination and Cabinet sanction which 
will be given in future will offer to succes- 
sive Governments records of the decisions 
arrived at, which is another object of the 
new arrangement. I am not sorry that 
my hon. Friend has asked the question 
with regard to the responsibility of the 
Secretary of State for War and of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, because I 
am glad to have the oppurtunity of 
stating that our respective responsibili- 
ties are not diminished by one iota, 
Cheers.| 1t is now 20 years since I 
was at the Admiralty, and the extra- 


ordinary contrast between then and 
now is as astonishing as it is 
gratifying. [‘ Hear, hear!”] The pre- 


parations which have been made, the 
way in which every contingency has 
been thought out—all this has been 


executed with great diligence, and with 
of duties should be fixed. For instance, | 


great scientific knowledge of all the 
considerations involved. Thus it is 
the crowning work of what has been 
done already, rather than anything en- 
tirely novel, that we are now under- 
taking; and I do not think that any 
departmental responsibility will be les- 
sened thereby. For my part, I may say 
that I am desirous that the responsibility 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty and 
of the Secretary of State for War 
should be absolutely retained and kept 
unimpaired. I now come to the strategy 
of my hon. Friend, and he must 
excuse me from following him into any 
detail. My hon. Friend does not, I 
think, sufficiently realise—or has, per- 
haps, forgotten—-the enormous develop- 
ment of torpedoes on the coast of France. 
There is no reason why that should not 
be mentioned. My hon. Friend speaks 
of the year 1805 ; but that situation has 
entirely changed. He has forgotten 
the immense development of the torpedo 
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system in France ; there are now count-| *Mr. WOODALL: May I be excused 


less nests of torpedo-boats all along the 
French coasts ; and against these torpe- 
does preparations must be made, different 
from those which were formerly needed. 
Nor had such boats the extraordinary 
speed which they now have. I 
do not, however, stop to argue the 
question further with my hon. Friend. 
I believe that, costly as are the prepara- 
tions, they must be incurred ; and great 
would be the responsibility if every pre- 
caution were not taken. Then my hon. 
Friend spoke of the size of ships, and 
held that we ought not to build such 
immense vessels as the Majestic and 
Magnificent, and ships of their class. I 
am not defending the past programme 
of the Admiralty ; in a new programme 
it will be proper for me to defend what 
I myself propose. But I think my hon. 
Friend gave a wrong impression in the 
idea that Captain Mahan agreed with 
Professor Laughton that a number of 
small ships would be able to contend 
with larger ships, and that, therefore, the 
construction of the larger vessels ought 
to be abandoned. I do not read that 
Captain Mahan argued that way. On the 
contrary, in America they are con- 
tinuing to build large ships, with the 
support of Captain Mahan. One vessel, 
for instance is being built of 11,400 tons 
and 11,000 horse-power, and there are 
others building nearly as large. Captain 
Mahan has done a great deal in the 
way of leading public opinion in this 
country in the right direction with re- 
gard to naval warfare; and we are 
under great obligations to him for the 
admirable book which he has written. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] Then my hon. Friend 
spoke of cordite, and quoted a phrase of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite. I am not, 
however, informed that cordite is of a 
dangerous character on board ships, or 
that there is danger of explosion with it, 
though this is of course a matter which 
must be taken into careful consideration. 
(Hear, hear!”] Certainly, if there is 
one subject upon which the whole 
anxiety on the part of the Admiralty 
ought to be centred, it is the question of 
ammunition generally, and particularly 
cordite powder; and we ought to spare 
no pains and investigations to insure that 
we are on the right tack. [Cheers.] 





for saying that I cannot recollect any- 
thing that I have said that would justify 
the danger apprehended, either on Satur- 
day or on any other occasion. 


*Mr. GOSCHEN : As to the personnel 
of the Navy, I agree with everything 
that has been said by the hon. Member 
as to the uselessness of all the efforts 
the Admiralty are making respecting 
guns and ships if the officers and men 
are inferior in any degree to those who 
have gone before them. [‘‘Hear, hear!”] 
I am bound to say, however, that, in my 
opinion, the present system of training 
officers and men is a great success. That 
training is, no doubt, extremely costly. 
but I think that the result attained by 
it has warranted the expenditure that 
has been incurred upon it. Of course, 
the question with regard to leave, which 
is an extremely delicate one, is one well 
worthy of consideration, and it will have 
my best attention. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] 
I come next to the question of the new 
Order in Council, respecting the employ- 
ment in the Navy of lieutenants entered 
from the mercantile marine. That Order 
is not the work of the present Board of 
Admiralty, but I may say that, having 
looked into the case as it was discussed 
by the late Board and their naval 
advisers, with the greatest anxiety and 
with the greatest wish to do justice to 
all parties, I consider that it is clear 
there was no alternative for the course 
they took. [‘ Hear, hear!”] The plan 
has been attacked from several quarters 
in this House, and I must say that I 
regret that the vigour with which some 
hon. Members in this House have 
assailed it, should have supplied argu- 
ments for dissatisfaction where dis- 
satisfaction did not previously exist. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] It has been said that 
there was general dissatisfaction on the 
matter in question, but I have taken 
means to inquire into the subject at 
gatherings when great numbers of officers 
have been assembled together, in order to 
ascertain what their views with regard 
to the Order were, and I have been 
assured that there were no signs of dis- 
satisfaction expressed by those officers 
on the question. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] The 
matter was, perhaps, misunderstood in 
some cases when the order was first made, 
but I now understand that no prejudice 
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exists in the minds of the officers against 
the scheme, they knowing how their 
interests have been safeguarded. [‘‘ Hear, 
hear!”] Some hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have said that the plan would not suc- 
ceed, and that we should not get the 
best men, inasmuch as the best men 
would not come forward. The answer 
to that objection is, that already appli- 
cations have been received from 51 
officers belonging to the best lines, 
whose record is unimpeachable, and the 
majority of whom have actually served 
for more than a year on board men-of- 
war. Iam certain that if we can secure 
100 good men who can perform the 
duties which will be required of them, 
we shall have done something at all 
events to meet the present emergency in 
a satisfactory manner. [‘ Hear, hear ! 7 
The scheme is only a temporary one, an 

it is so regarded by every officer who is 
connected with the Admiralty. My 
hon. Friend thinks that a difficulty may 
arise as to the term of service of the 
sub-lieutenants. Of course, that matter 
was considered by the Naval Lords, but 
the term of service of sub-lieutenants 
has already been reduced to a minimum, 
and the Admiralty are not prepared 
further to reduce the number of years 
which sub-lieutenants have to serve 
before undertaking the highly respon- 
sible position of lieutenants. [* Hear, 
hear!”] In making appointments, the 
Admiralty consider that the members of 
the Royal Naval Reserve have pre- 
ferential claims over those who have not 
been connected with the Navy. They 
have some knowledge of the Navy, and 
the Navy has some knowledge of them. 
The introduction of a considerable num- 
ber of warrant officers into the executive 
branch of the Navy would clearly inter- 
fere with the promotion of sub-lieu- 
tenants and lieutenants, which the latter 
have a right to expect. Officers in the 
Navy have a just respect for the warrant 
officers, but if considerable promotion 
were to take place from their ranks into 
the ranks of commissioned officers, much 
difficulty might arise, and I am satisfied 
that if such a step could have been taken 
safely, it would have been taken long ago. 
The hon. Member asked at what stage 
the late Government left the question 
of the position of warrant officers. That 
is a question on which I am not sure that 
I ought not to speak with reserve. When 
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the late Government left, their responsi- 
bility ceased and ours began, and I am not 
certain what is the departmental practice 
with regard to a question of this sort, 
and as to whether I can properly say to 
what point our predecessors have carried 
the matter. Atleast I should not care 
to say it without their sanction, and 
would rather they made the statement 
themselves. May I say here, I much 
regret that the exigencies of health or 
holidays have prevented our predecessors 
from being here to defend their own 
Estimates and their own Order in Coun- 
cil? The late Financial Secretary (Sir 
U. Kay-Shuttleworth) was here on 
Saturday, and I should have been glad, 
as he would have been glad himself, if 
he had been here to-day to defend the 
Estimates and the Order in Council. 
However, I am not prepared to say to 
what point this matter has been brought 
by our predecessors. Unfortunately, it 
has not been brought to the point of 
being communicated to the public or the 
service, and therefore the resronsibility 
for whatever is done must rest on the 
present Board. I know that a Com- 
mittee has inquired into this matter, 
and its Report is either completed or is 
on the point of completion, and it will 
be for the present Board to deal with 
this extremely difficult question ; and it 
is a difficult question apart from its 
present emergency, because when hon. 
Members opposite advocate the promo- 
tion of warrant officers they advocate it 
not as a temporary expedient, but 
as, in their judgment, of permanent 
interest to the service. One point 
of Gentlemen opposite is that they 
believe that if more chances of pro- 
motion were open to warrant officers 
it would diminish the large number of 
men who leave the service at the end of 
10 years. One hon. Member said these 
were 30 per cent. I would point out 
that 10 years’ service in the Navy is a 
considerable time, and I am not sure 
but that the Navy compares favourably 
with the Army in length of service per- 
formed and the number of men who 
remain long in it. But I am entirely in 
favour of doing everything to encourage 
men to engage for a second period of 
service. I agree with the hon. Member 
entirely that I would rather train a man 
at the expense of £300 for 20 years 
than for 10 years, and apart entirely 
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from the question of money I should 
like to see as many seasoned and older 
men in a ship as possible, giving a 
tone to the ship's company. Most 
captains like to have men who have 
served a good many years in their 
ships. Therefore, every inducement is 
thrown out to warrant officers, com- 
patible with the interests of the service, 
and whatever more can be done it will 
be a pleasure to me to be able to do, but 
I do not wish to raise any hopes. The 
information I have received differs from 
that given to the House by certain hon. 
Members. I am told that, while war- 
rant officers are extremely anxious for 
certain of the points mentioned, there is 
not that general desire for promotion 
and admission to the ward-room which 
has been suggested. That may or may 
not be so. It is extremely difficult to 
arrive at what is the real opinion of a 
body of men on such a subject. Lately 
I am told the general body of warrant 
officers have begun to see the difficulties 
themselves, though, like every other body 
of men, they would like to see their 
prospects improved. I hope I have now 
said enough to show that the experiment 
made by the new Order in Council, 
unpopular as it may be among cer- 
tain classes, was absolutely necessary, 
and that of several courses, all of which 
presented difficulties, the late Board and 
their advisers considered that they 
chose the least difficult. I have dealt 
at some length with the point because it 
has formed the chief subject of discus- 
sion this afternoon amongst those who 
have criticised the Estimates. Com- 
paratively few other points were raised. 
At Sheerness, Portsmouth, and Devon- 
port there are demands for additional 
pay. Those matters will have to be 
considered, but I tremble to think of the 
immense ground that would have to be 
covered in considering all these griev- 
ances. I can only conclude by saying 
that our best efforts will be devoted to 
the solution of these difficult questions. 
Many differences of opinion exist, not 
only between civilians and Naval men, 
but among Naval men themselves, which 
illustrate the difficulty of the problems 
with which we have to deal, but to the 
solution of which we shall devote our 
best energies. [Cheers. | 


Resolution agreed to. 
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On the Resolution, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £907,900 be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Expense of Naval and 
Marine Pensions, Gratuities, and Compassionate 
Allowances, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1896,” 


Mr. CLOUGH complained that 
Greenwich pensioners to the number of 
500 or 600 were not included in the 
£16,000 voted in connection with the 
Greenwich aged pension scheme, men in 
every way as qualified as those who were 
included. He hoped that the matter 
would be considered when the next 
Estimates were being prepared. 


Mr. E. MORTON pointed out that 
there was a suspicion of favouritism 
in the way in which those who were 
given pensions were selected. It would 
be better to have a rota and give every 
man his pension in turn. 


Tue SECRETARY to tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. W. E. Macartney (An- 
trim, N.) said, there seemed to be an 
impression among those who thought 
themselves entitled to pensions that the 
pensions were given as a matter of right. 
This was not so. The number of pen- 
sions was limited to the amount devoted 
to the Pension Fund. The greatest pos- 
sible consideration was given to the 
selection of candidates for the pensions, 
and from his own personal knowledge he 
could assure the hon. Member for Devon- 
port and the public that there was not 
the slightest foundation—he was sure 
the hon. Member did not impute it—for 
the suggestion of favouritism or unfair 
selection. He would consider whether 
it would be possible to adopt a rota. 


Mr. CLOUGH said, the bulk, if not 
all, of those who had been excluded 
from the Greenwich Pension Scheme 
entered the Navy before 1878, and, 
therefore, ought to have been included 
in it. 

Caprain BETHELL (Yorks, E.R., 
Holderness) said that, a Committee 
appointed last Session to consider the 
whole question had taken a great deal 
of evidence, and before long would pre- 
sent its Report. 


Resolution agreed to. 
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On the Order for the Further Con- 
sideration of Postponed Resolution :— 

“That a sum, not exceeding £528,807, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1896, for the Expenses 


of the Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland,” 


Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) 
said, he wished to ask one or two ques- 
tions of the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land. The first was as to the pension 
fund of the Irish national teachers. 
The position of these teachers had been 
considerably improved in recent years, 
but they still had many grievances 
to bring before the Government. 
The teachers did not quite know the 
position of the Pension Fund, and 
they desired to obtain information. 
They complained that the capitation 
grants for Irish pupils were under the 
mark they ought to stand at, and were 
considerably below the grants to English 
pupils. The discrepancy was so great 
that there did not appear to be any 
reasonable or satisfactory explanation of 
it, and they would be glad to hear any 
explanation the Chief Secretary might 
have to give. With regard to the re- 
tiring allowance, called a gratuity, they 
complained that, if a teacher died just 
before he became entitled to it, his 
family did not receive the benefit of it as 
they would have done if he had chanced 
to live a little longer. They further 
asked for an extension of the time for 
the repayment of a grant for the build- 
ing of a teacher’s residence. The present 
period was about 35 years; and they 
claimed that, considering how very 
moderate their salaries were, the period 
should be nearly, if not quite, doubled. 
With regard to the books used in the 
National Schools, he should like to know 
how they were compiled, how they were 
edited, and who was responsible for 
them. They might very well contain 
more information that would be useful 
to those who were to be employed in the 
handicrafts and agriculture of Ireland. 
At any rate, it was desirable that Mem- 
bers of the House should be enabled to 
form an opinion as to the character of 
these books, and therefore, copies of 
them ought to be placed in the Library 
for examination. These books were 
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sold to scholars, and it was urged that 
they ought to be supplied gratuitously— 
certainly to the poorer scholars. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said, that in 
the opinion of some persons the books 
used in the National Schools were 
barren reading, and contained a large 
amount of half digested, unpicturesque 
information, conveyed in the dreariest 
and most pedantic manner possible ; and 
they compared very unfavourably with 
the books used in other schools. He de- 
sired to bring before the House the sub- 
ject of free education in Ireland. The 
Free Education Act was passed in 
1892, and should have come into opera- 
tion in 1894 ; but in a great portion of 
Ireland it was practically a dead letter ; 
and that was not a creditable condition 
of things. What steps was the Chief 
Secretary going to take during the Re- 
cess to make it operative? Something 
must be done speedily if the Act was 
not to remain a transparent absurdity. 
A return showed that, out of 118 places, 
only 29 had had school attendance com- 
mittees formed; in 36, attendance 
officers were not appointed ; and in 18, 
no proper arrangements had been made 
as to funds; so that in three-fourths of 
these places the Act was really not in 
operation. Mr. John Morley recognised 
the failure of the Act, and directed the 
attention of the Commissioners of 
National Education to the fact, making 
suggestions for their consideration. He 
pointed out that the comparative failure 
of the Act was due to the refusal of the 
Local Authorities to put it into operation 
so long as certain classes of schools— 
those of the Christian Brothers—are ex- 
cluded from State assistance. That was 
in February last, and the deadlock still 
continued. <A great deal of correspond- 
ence had passed between the Irish Office 
and the Commissioners of National 
Education ; both parties seemed to have 
come close together. Mr. Morley laid 
down four conditions— namely, that 
schools receiving grants should be for 
primary education, that they should be 
for scholars between three and 15, that 
they should be open to inspection and 
examination, and that they should 
accept the conscience clause. To the 
astonishment and dismay of many people 
in Ireland, Mr. Morley, in the same 
letter, suggested that a smaller capita- 
tion grant should be given to those who, 
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for conscientious reasons, were at present 
unable to accept State aid. That sug- 
gestion was unwise and unfair, and he 
hoped it would not be renewed. At 
any rate it upset the negotiations, and it 
created a strong feeling on the part of 
the Commissioners, who absolutely re- 
jected it, and prepared a reasonable 
alternative. He trusted the Irish Office 
would settle this vexed question, and 
give fair and equitable treatment to 
schools which had rendered such great 
service to the cause of primary education, 
and which enlisted the admiration of all 
educationists who visited the country. 


A modus vivendi ought to be found at|- 


once. The Christian Brothers would 
accept the principle of classification upon 
the basis of examination. Upon terms 
understood by both sides, they were 
willing to accept a capitation grant 
coupled with results-fees, so that there 
ought to be little difficulty in settling the 
question. There were 29 places in Ire- 
land, with a population of 1} millions, 
where no school attendance committees 
had been formed, and it would be prac- 
tically impossible to work the Free Edu- 
cation Act there, unless the Christian 
Brothers’ schools were included. Large 
towns like Dublin, Cork and Limerick, 
had protested against the exclusion of 
these schools, and refused to put the Act 
into operation as long as the exclusion 
was maintained. Of course, it could be 
made compulsory by Act of Parliament, 
but that would give rise to strong feel- 
ing. In these 29 large centres the bulk 
of the teaching was done by the Chris- 
tian Brothers, and the difficulty would 
be to find accommodation for the children 
outside the Christian Brothers’ schools. 
The National Board would have to spend 
enormous sums in many parts in build- 
ing new schools. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would pay attention to the 
overwhelming body of public opinion in 
Ireland, rather than to the views of a 
small section who seemed animated by a 
dog-in-the-manger spirit in connection 
with the Christian Brothers. Three 
months ago, Mr. Morley brought this 
matter up to a certain point, and it 
ought to be easy to settle the matter 
before the end of the year. According 
to the. Report, there were 30 model 
schools in Ireland, and they cost no less 
than £28,524, while the total average 
attendance was only a little over 10,000. 
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This was a serious waste of public money, 
for, except in a few places, these model 
schools had not been a success. Where 
they had been a success, there was no 
reason why they should not be continued ; 
but where, as in Cork, they were utterly 
out of touch with the needs of the people 
the money spent on them ought to be 
used in a better way for educational 
purposes. Six years ago, the present 
First Lord of the Treasury said :— 


‘*T am prepared to admit that the condition 
of the Sok schools in many parts of Ireland is 
not one on which the Educational Authorities 
have any reason to congratulate themselves. 
. + + We ought to consider whether this 
particular portion of the educational machinery 
commends itself to the affections and sentiments 
of the population.”’ 


Let the Chief Secretary act up to that 
declaration. Where the schools had 
failed, they might be closed, and the 
buildings used for other purposes. Good 
use for the money could be found in 
encouraging the establishment of school 
farms and gardens in connection with 
the National Schools. From the last 
Report of the Commissioners it appeared 
that the total number of these farms was 
only 44, and of the gardens only 30; 
and this in a purely agricultural country 
like Ireland. It would be better for 
boys in Ireland to learn the rotation of 
crops and such subjects, than the geo- 
graphy of the Carpathian Mountains. 
At present a large part of the curriculum 
in the National Schools was faulty, 
defective, and most unsatisfactory. 
He noticed that the special payments to 
teachers in 50 schools for agricultural 
teaching amounted to only £832. The 
whole thing was a farce, and illustrated 
the manner in which Ireland was gov- 
erned in absolute ignorance, or, at any 
rate, with indifference to the wants and 
needs of the people. He hoped the 
Chief Secretary would, in his reply, give 
more than a pious opinion as to the 
Christian Brothers, the statws of the 
Model Schools, and the condition of 
agricultural training in the National 
Schools. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) 
said, that although there were some parts 
in the wide sphere of Irish Administra- 
tion in regard to which Nationalist 
Members came into natural and neces- 
sary conflict with the Chief Secretary, 
there was no reason why there should be 
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any conflict between them on the subject 
of education. The Chief Secretary was 
a man who had some practical familiarity 
with the great question of education ; it 
was a question in which he took a deep 
interest ; and in regard to the great 
dividing question of denominational or 
undenominational teaching, the right 
hon. Gentleman had pledged himself to 
the electors in England strongly on the 
denominational side. Therefore, the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Nationalist 
Members started on this question of 
education in a friendly spirit, and with 
a certain similarity of principle which 
ought, perhaps, to yield good resultsto the 
country. There were many matters con- 
nected with the system of education in 
Ireland in which it was absolutely neces- 
sary, if the country was not to be stunted 
in its intellectual growth, that some 
sweeping change should be made. There 
was a body known as the Commissioners 
of National Education. It contained 
some excellent Gentlemen, amongst 


others the two Archbishops, who were | 
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pressure of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Board allowed other school books to 
be used in some cases, but they still pre- 
served the system of literal examination 
by the inspectors in the books of the 
Board, and in consequence there was not 
a sufficient independent sale of school- 
books to make it worth while for a 
publisher to produce special books for the 
Irish National Schools. The only gain 
was that a small number of schools had 
adopted English books — books which 
were admirably suited for English 
schools, and which were slightly better 
than the books of the National Board , 
but still, not so good as the books which 
would be in use under a system of 
rational administration or a system of 
free trade in books. The Chief Secre- 
tary would recognise that Irish children 
were not altogether the same as English 
children ; that their tastes were different 
in their early years, and that books suited 
to English children were not always 
suited to Irish children. What he 
would say, therefore, was that if there 


acquainted with educational problems. | were to be books used besides the books 
But it alsocontained a numberof men who | of the Board, the inspectors should be 
had no knowledgeof educational problems. instructed that they were not to have 


Some of the appointments of the late, 
Chief Secretary had made an improve-| 


| 


literal examinations in the books of the 
Board, but were to allow free play toother 


ment in the Board, but there was still | | books, so that the demand for such books 
room for more reform in that direction ; ; | might be large enough to induce Irish 


and he hoped that, in the event of vacan-/ publishers to meet it. 


cies occurring, the Chief Secretary would 
make it his first object to appoint men 
who knew something about education. 
Then there was the pressing question of 
the reading books of the National Schools. 
Year after year a protest was made in the 
House against the character of those 
books. A few books had lately been 
revised, but even the improved books 
were very much worse than the average 
schoolbooks used in England. The 
gentlemen who drew up the National 
School books seemed to have had no 
conception as to what would interest or 
form the mind of achild. There were 
extracts from the writingsof Dr. Whately, 
which were of no use whatever to children 
under 12, and the pieces of poetry were 
deplorable. It was essential that some 
attempt should be made to thoroughly 
deal with this question at once. The 
late Chief Secretary attempted to deal 
with it, but he confessed he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman made the thing 
rather worse than before. Under the 


Mr. Vesey Knox. 





He hoped the 
Chief Secretary would also be able to 
take a large view of the question of the 
Christian Brothers. The right hon. 


Gentleman would probably be told by a 


small, if noisy, section, that the present 
system of education in Ireland was un- 
denominational, and that if he allowed 
the Christian Brothers in under the 
Board he would destroy that system. 
But a very slight examination of the 
system would show that there was no 
such thing asundenominational education 
in Ireland. They had there a system of 
denominational education in which re- 
strictions were only placed on that 
denomination which taught the import- 
ance of symbols or the outward mani- 
festation of religion. That really was 
what the education difficulty in Ireland 
came to. There were separate denomina- 
tional schools which were increasing day 
after day, while the mixed schools were 
decreasing. There were separate schools 
for Protestants of all denominations in 


which there was the Protestant teaching 
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which Protestants considered necessary. 
There were separate schools for Catholics, 
though not in all cases with that separate 
teaching or outward manifestation of re- 
ligion which Catholics thought necessary. 
That really was the grievance under 
which the Christian Brothers laboured. 
In looking at this question he, himself, 
took the view rather of an educational 
reformer than of a strong enthusiast for 
any particular form of education. He 
saw that the Christian Brothers, 
whatever might be the justice of their 
demands on religious grounds, were doing 
the best educational work of any primary 
teachers in Ireland. They had established 
in Ireland that which did not exist in 
England—that which a great body of 
educational reformers desired to con- 
stitute in England—namely, a bridge 
between the primary and higher systems 
of education. A large number of boys, 
drawn from the people and brought up 
in the Christian Brothers’ Schools, passed 
through the intermediate course, and 
were enabled to go into a University or 
join the professions, entirely owing to the 
work of the Christian Brothers, and the 
danger was that in the deadlock now 
existing this valuable bridge between 
primary and higher education would be 
destroyed. On that ground he trusted 
the Chief Secretary would look at the 
question carefully and sympathetically. 
Now, what was the grievance? The 
grievance was that because the Christian 
Brothers in Ireland had in their schools 
religious symbols which were allowed to 
the Christian Brothers in England, they 
got no grant at all. He had seen in 
Christian Brothers’ Schools in England 
those very symbols which were the 
subject of contention in Ireland. 
The English education inspectors 
made no objection whatever to the 
giving of a grant to the schools in which 
there were these symbols, but the schools 
in Ireland in which there were the sym- 
bols were allowed no grant whatever. 
In England the grievance was that 
about one-sixth of the cost of education 
in voluntary schools was raised by 
voluntary contributions, but the whole 
cost of education in the Christian 
Brothers’ schools in Ireland was raised 
from voluntary sources. He was per- 
suaded the Chief Secretary could not 
fail to remove the obstacles which 
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weighed so heavily upon the voluntary 
schools of Ireland, especially when he 
could do it by a stroke of the pen. 

*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.) 
thought it would be better, after the elo- 
quent speeches they had just listened to, 
that he should confine his remarks to 
the question of primary or elementary 
education in Ireland, because, after all, 
it was amongst the poorer classes of the 
population that the greatest work was 
required, and that the greatest amount 
of good could be effected. No doubt 
considerable improvements had been 
made of late years in the system of 
elementary education, but a great deal 
yet remained to be done. There was 
an especial need of technical education 
in Ireland. It was of vital importance 
to the rising population, that that branch 
of education should receive the earnest 
and practical attention of the Education 
Board. He knew of many places in 
Ireland, in which such a thing as 
technical education was quite unknown. 
The ordinary school-boy was taught 
all about mountains in different parts of 
the world and such like things, which 
very probably he soon forgot, but as to 
technical matters, a knowledge of which 
would be invaluable to him when he was 
turned out to face the rough ways of 
the world, he was taught nothing. He 
endorsed all the remarks made by previous 
speakers in respect to the treatment of 
the Christian Brothers. It was, in his 
opinion, a scandal that something had 
not been done long since to place the 
Christian Brothers on a footing of 
equality with other teaching bodies in 
Treland, because it was an admitted 
fact that the boys taught by the Chris- 
tain Brothers were by far the best 
educated boysin Ireland. The Christian 
Brothers devoted their lives, not alone 
to the religious education, but also to the 
secular education of the youth of Ireland, 
and, after all, if the present framework 
of Society was to be kept up, the two 
branches of education must be linked 
together. He trusted that the Chief 
Secretary would do all he could to right 
the injustice under which these learned 
and pious teachers laboured. He thought 
too, it would be admitted by most 
people that the Irish National Teachers 
as a class were deserving of consideration 
at the hands of the House of Commons, 
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for they had to discharge the very 
onerous task of moulding the minds of 
the young people of Ireland. He did 
not wish to pose as the champion of any 
particular class of teachers. The con- 
sideration of all such matters should be 
appproached in the broadest and most 
liberal spirit, but there was much to be 
said before the question of the treatment 
of Irish National School teachers was dis- 
posed of. Some years ago there wasa rule 
that in order to encourage the efficiency 
of the teachers, a good service allowance 
should be granted every five years; at 
the end of every five years an increase of 
£9 per annum was made to a teacher’s 
salary, by way of a good service premium. 
That rule was abolished by the Educa- 
tion Board, without any adequate reason 
being assigned, and, now, if a teacher 
attained the age of 65 years, at which 
period he was retired, he found himself 
in the same position, as regarded salary, 
in which he started. It was unfair, to 
say the least, that some effort should not 
be made to keep up the standard of 
professional ability. Something, too, 
ought to be done to improve the position 
of the principal assistant teachers. 
They were an important body of officials, 
and yet advancement for them was 
reduced toa practical nullity. It was 
true that by the favour of managers, 
here and there, a few received promotion, 
but if there were several in one school, 
as there frequently were in a school in a 
largef{town, they could expect little 


advancement. The rule in regard to 
monitors operated unfairly. For 
instance no monitor could be ap- 


pointed to a school in the year, unless 
the fact that a vacancy existed 
was notified before the Ist of July. 
He should like to say a word or two on 
the question of results. They had insti- 
tuted in Ireland a system of intermediate 
education. No doubt for a country 
possessing the riches and great profes- 
sional advancement which were open to 
the people of England, the system of 
intermediate education was not only 
necessary but highly essential. He was 
sorry to say that in Ireland the circum- 
stances were different. Ireland was a 
poor‘country, with very few of the higher- 
class promotions open to boys. In 
Treland they had instituted a system of 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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intermediate education, and held out to 
boys certain rewards for the acquirement 
of the higher sciences and educational 
knowledge. At the same time, by not 
having provided technical education for the 
poorer classes in the elementary schools, 
they deprived them of any such reward. 
They thus drew the class distinction of 
two-pence half-penny looking down upon 
two-pence. They gave one class of the 
community rewards for learning high- 
class subjects, which were often of very 
little use to them, and they expected the 
pupils of a lower class, going to the 
elementary schools, to work whilst 
having no reward held out to them 
as an inducement to their educational 
progress. The system of Irish inter- 
mediate education, faulty though it 
might be, should to some extent be 
applied to elementary educatior. Under 
the present result system, rertaining 
to elementary education, the stupid 
boy and the clever boy were placed 
on the same level, and the boy who 
passed with the highest number of 
marks received no more recognition 
than the boy who just managed to 
scramble through. The principle of 
intermediate education of rewarding the 
clever boy should be applied to elemen- 
tary education, so that an incentive 
might be given to these poor children to 
go on with their studies and furnish the 
ground-work on which the sounder 
principles of education could afterwards 
be applied. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) supported 
the views put forward by the hon. Mem- 
bers for North-East Cork and Derry 
City, and expressed the hope that before 
the next Session of Parliament opened 
the Chief Secretary would settle the 
question of the Christian Brothers. 
Whether he could see his way to solve 
the other problems which had _ been 
raised in relation to Irish education, the 
right hon. Gentlemen, belonging to the 
Party he did, would have little difficulty 
in settling the comparatively narrow 
question of doing justice to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools. In a letter written 
by Mr. John Morley on May 13, 1895, 
the then Chief Secretary for Ireland 
proposed a settlement by way of capita- 
tion grant similar to that which prevailed 
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in relation to denominational schools in 
England. In the letter the following 
paragraph occured :— 

“The amount of the capitation grant should 
be so fixed on this plan that these schools (the 
Christian Brothers’), in consideration of the 
fewer restrictions imposed upon them, would 
receive a smaller sum in aid voted by Parliament, 
and administered by the Board, than they would 
if they subjected themselves to all the standing 
rules and regulations of the Board.” 


This would include the removal of 
religious emblems, which the Christian 
Brothers could not see their way to con- 
sent to. He would urge the right hon. 
gentleman not to approach the considera- 
tion of the question on these lines, but 
if he was going to settle it he ought to 
do so in such a way as would satisfy 
public opinion in Ireland. For the right 
hon. Gentleman, or any man responsible 
for the government of Ireland, while 
recognising the value of the work done 
by the Christian Brothers and agreeing 
that their schools should receive aid from 
the State, to place the invidious distinc- 
tion of giving them less aid than was 
given to other schools would not achieve 
those good results which would accrue 
from a more generous settlement of the 
question. [“ Hear, hear!”] Every one 
who had gone into the schools of the 
Christian Brothers had admitted that 
there was not a body of teachers in the 
whole world who had so successfully 
solved the great problem in education of 
securing the devoted attachment of their 
pupils and the most extraordinary dis- 
cipline without punishment of any kind. 
[“ Hear, hear!”| The Christian Brothers 
had suffered a very cruel injustice from 
the State by being, as it were, outlawed 
and denied all recognition of the good 
work they were doing with the greatest 
unselfishness and most self-sacrificing 
patience. They had done enormous work 
both for Ireland and the Empire by 
rearing up tens of thousands of men who 
had made the best of citizens. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”| In point of teaching and the 
knowledge they imparted of the ordinary 
subjects taught in elementary schools 
their educational establishments would 
bear comparison with any others in the 
world. Nothing had created greater 
irritation in Ireland than the delay of 
the late Government in settling this 
question. The present Government, 
however, were confronted with none of 
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the difficulties which the late Govern- 
ment had to face, and the Chief Secretary 
would do a good stroke for Ireland and 
his own Government in that country if 
he distinctly settled so much of the Irish 
educational problem before Parliament 
met again. [ Hear, hear! ”] 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER observed 
that the hon. and learned Member for 
Derry City had truly said that it was 
in the power of the Chief Secretary to 
make this alteration by a stroke of the 
pen, because under the Charter of the 
National Board no recourse to Parlia- 
ment was necessary in order to secure 
the changes demanded. Whatever might 
be the wisdom of making any or all of 
these changes, he certainly should be glad 
if some arrangement could be arrived at. 
It could not be denied that they were 
matters of very great importance and 
they might, if carried to the extreme 
length some hon. Members desired to 
carry them, constitute a reversal of the 
deliberate policy of the educational estab- 
lishments in Ireland which had been in 
existence for 60 years under the sanc- 
tion of Parliament. They had had a 
pledge from the late Chief Secretary, 
Mr. Morley, to the effect that no deci- 
sion would be arrived at without Parlia- 
ment having a full opportunity of canvas- 
sing and discussing the arrangement, 
and he should be glad if they could 
receive some assurance in the same direc- 
tion from the right hon. Gentleman. 
Though he did not propose to go into the 
merits of the question, he would point 
out that the matter was not quite so 
urgent in one respect, as it would appear 
to be from what had been said by some 
of the hon. Members opposite, because, 
although it was perfectly true that the 
Christian Brothers had declared that it 
was not their intention to allow a Com- 
pulsory Education Act to come into 
operation unless they were met in a 
particular way, it was not the fact, as 
some hon. Members had led them to 
suppose 

Mr. DILLON: That is not true. 
It is not the Christian Brothers, 
but the people of these cities themselves, 
who have placed themselves in opposi- 
tion to the Act. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER remarked, 
that in Cork there had been an opposi- 
tion which was, no doubt, based upon the 
fact that the Christian Brothers had a 
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conscientious objection to accept the 
terms offered to the elementary schools 
under the National Board, and would 
only come under a scheme of compulsory 
education if these terms were conceded. 
The rules of the Department did not 
exclude to the extent suggested, for there 
were nearly half a million children in 
Roman Catholic schools where the 
teachers had found it compatible with 
their religious views to administer 
education in compliance with the rules 
of the Education Board. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if the hon. 
Member could say where these schools 
were ? 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said, he 
had in his hand the last Report 
which gave the schools exclusively 
Roman Catholic and exclusively Pro- 
testant, but he believed the number 
in the exclusively Roman Catholic 
schools was 460,000. He would not, 
however, commit himself to the 
figures, he only wished to point out that 
there was no paralysis of education in 
the schools. Whether or not it was ex- 
pedient to make the extension, it was 
possible to carry on education in accord- 
ance with the rules of the National 
Board. The matter would have to be 
discussed, too, from the point of view of 
Roman Catholic teachers in elementary 
schools, who had, as hon. Members knew, 
rather strong views as to the advisa- 
bility of admitting the Cristian Brothers 
into competition, they not having con- 
formed to all the previous requirements 
of the Department; and the proposal 
had been made, he did not know on 
what authority, that the Christian 
Brothers should satisfy all the require- 
ments that certificated teachers have to 
satisfy. But what he now wanted to 
ask was some sort of pledge, in view of 
the fact that the question was by no 
means so simple and so small as some 
hon. Members opposite, in rather too 
sanguine frame of mind supposed, that 
no such promise as that suggested by 
the hon. Member for Derry City should 
be given, but that the change, great or 
small, should be submitted to the House 
before it became operative. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, much of 
the contention of the hon. Member 
would be a splendid answer to the 
Church party in England who were 
asking for increased grants. In England 
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the friends of voluntary schools were not 
satisfied with a purely secular educa- 
tion. It was absurd to say as an argu- 
ment there was no paralysis of educa- 
tion. No, there was not of secular 
education, but that was not the kind of 
education the people of Ireland wanted 
and were determined to have. On this 
line they practically were at one with 
the Church party in England. It wasa 
much greater hardship to the poor man 
than to the rich man to be deprived of 
this religious education for his children. 
The rich man could send his children 
where he pleased, but the poor man must 
take the education the State gave him, 
and it was a poor argument to him to 
say there was no paralysis of education 
if his children were brought up as 
Anarchists, with such results as France 
presented. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER asked, 
was it the hon. Member’s contention that 
the children did not in Ireland get 
religious education ? 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, certainly 
not in National schools. His recollec- 
tion of the system was that in Catholic 
schools there was, at the close of the 
afternoon school, when the Protestants 
had gone, some half an hour’s exami- 
nation in the Catechism, but this was 
entirely optional on the part of 
the teacher, and it must not be 
supposed that that was what he under- 
stood as religious teaching. His view 
was that education should be given in a 
religious spirit, treating of secular subjects 
in some kind of religious spirit, the 
distinction would be appreciated though 
it was difficult to lay down a definition. 
In reply to what had been said by the 
hon. Member for West Belfast, it was to 
be observed that Parliament had already 
decided in a sense hostile to his views. 
When a Bill was brought in by the 
noble Lord the late Member for North 
Tyrone (Lord Frederick Hamilton) to 
prevent this thing being done without 
the authority of Parliament, the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill opposed it, and the 
House by an enormous majority rejected 
the Bill—the majority including the 
late Lord Randolph Churchill, the right 
hon. Member for Cambridge University 
(Sir J. Gorst) and a large section of the 
Conservative Party. On the general 
question he supposed the Chief Secretary 
must be allowed to have consultation 
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with the Irish officials. Comment had 
been made ofan unfavourable nature upon 
governing a country on this basis. An 
English Minister had not to go here and 
there to gather opinions, he had to make 
up his mind. A Foreign Secretary 
would not say he must go to Mekong or 
Madagascar before he could reply upon 
a matter touching these localities, he 
would have to decide the question on 
his knowledge when in office. It was 
no answer for the Member to say he 
had not made up his mind. When a 
man had been eight or nine years in 
Parliament he was supposed to have a fair 
knowledge of public questions, and prac- 
tically might deal off-hand with a 
question in which his office was con- 
cerned. At the same time he could 
quite understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman took a more moderate view of 
his own competency. But this question 
of the Christian Brothers wasone that had 
been solved in England, because prac- 
tically the Christian Brothers—he would 
not say in every detail—only desired 
what voluntary schools in England had 
had granted to them. Consider the 
absurdity of the rule. You may have a 
picture of a crucifix in a National School 
and get a grant from the National 
Board, but if the crucifix were in relief 
the school would be disabled from getting 
a grant! You may have a picture of 
the Mother of our Lord, but not a statue 
of the Mother of our Lord! Ona miser- 
able point of this kind the Compulsory 
Education Act had been stopped for 
three years, while Nationalist Members 
had been endeavouring to bring about a 
solution of the difficulty. The Chief 
Secretary should get up and make a 
speech on religious education, just as he 
would on the hustings at Leeds, speaking 
in favour of assistance to voluntary 
schools. Let him imagine they were Mem- 
bers of the Established Church whose votes 
he had to win, and let him deliver the 
same kind of speech he would deliver to 
a congregation of parsons on religious 
education. It was not enough to say he 
would go to Ireland and study the ques- 
tion. No doubt he would seek infor- 
mation upon details, but he was quite 
capable of settling the question. It was 
due to the Christian Brothers, as a body, 
to say that the spirit of the education 
given in their schools was entirely free 
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from intolerance of all kinds, it was en- 
tirely free from religious ascerbity, entirely 
free from controversial spirit ; it was given 
in a spirit of charity, brotherhood and 
toleration. They gave a practical edu- 
cation, not limited to grammar and 
spelling and subjects that occupied the 
time of children to no useful purpose ; 
the Christian Brothers devoted them- 
selves to questions affecting the life and 
work of the people ; and supported only by 
the pence of the poor had competed 
successfully with the State-aided schools, 
He desired to refer to some of the griev- 
ances from which the National school 
teachers suffered. The first of these was 
felt, not so much by the teachers them- 
selves as by their widows and families. 
There was a Treasury rule that if a 
teacher died when he was on the point 
of retirement, the allowance to which he 
would otherwise be entitled was not paid 
to his widow and children. He had seen 
the rule departed from, when the 
applicant was a Tory, or was supported 
by a Tory Member of Parliament, but 
when similar cases were brought forward 
by Nationalists, the Treasury always said 
they were debarred by Statute from 
granting these allowances. He thought 
that if the right hon. Gentleman would 
inquire into the point he would find that 
there was a substantial and standing 
grievance. He desired to raise another 
question of detail. There was a consider- 
able feeling among the general body of 
National school teachers that there was 
some inequality on the question of the 
percentage for passes. They said that 
the Resident Commission had become 
much more stringent upon this point, and 
from the letters he had received during 
the past few months, he was inclined to 
think there must be something in the 
matter. The teachers also complained 
that the payments for the results exam- 
ination were inordinately delayed. This 
was properly due to the fact that Parlia- 
ment had not voted the money, but the 
delay wasseverely felt by teachers of small 
means, and the Treasury would do well 
to see that there was always sufficient 
money in hand to provide for the pay- 
ments being regularly made. The hon. 
Member proceeded to say that there need 
be no jealousy between the National 
teachers and the Christian Brothers. 
They should be able to work cordially 
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hand in hand and in some large towns he 
believed there would be a generous com- 
petition, in which the Clergy would be the 
stimulating parties, between the National 
schools and the Christian Brothers. 
He would say to the Nonconformists of 
England that the same reason which in- 
duced them to insist on secular educa- 
tion—namely, the fear that if the State 
gave religious education it would be of a 
Church character and would practically 
amount to the proselytism of Noncon- 
formist children—induced the Catholics 
of Ireland to insist on religious education. 
They were both against proselytism, but 
took different means of preventing it. 
Accordingly, he hoped there would in 
this matter be no jealousy between any 
class of persons, seeing that what they 
were all anxious for was that decent 
Christians should be brought up in the 
faith of their fathers; and that should 
be done without giving any sect or body 
an opportunity of bringing undue 
influence to bear upon youth. 

*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone N.) said, he 
did not intend to take up the time of the 
House by any lengthened observations, 
but he wished to express his entire con- 
currence in what had fallen from hon. 
Members below the Gangway. He did 
not wish to detract from the weight of 
the arguments that had been advanced 
by those hon. Members by a recapitu- 
lation of them. He rose merely to 
join in the appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman, the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant, to settle before the next 
Session of Parliament this vexed ques- 
tion of the Christian Brothers’ schools. 
He wished, as an Irish Protestant with 
considerable opportunities of forming a 
judgment, to bear his testimony to the 
vast benefits which had been conferred 
on the Irish youth by the system of 
education adopted by the Christian 
Brothers. [‘ Hear, hear !”] This desire 
to have the Christian Brothers included 
was not confined merely to the Roman 
Catholics of Ireland. He hoped there 
was no difficulty in the way of the Chief 
Secretary of conferring on the Christian 
Brothers the full benefits of the Act of 
1892—an Act passed by Lord Salisbury’s 
Administration. As an hon. Member 
below the Gangway had said, this could 
be done by a stroke of the pen on the 
part of the Chief Secretary. One of the 
rules of the Board was that certain 
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religious emblems should not be admitted 


to these schools. He believed that this 
was the whole difficulty that had been 
supposed to stand in the way of the 
Christian Brothers in sharing in the 
benefits of the Act. It was quite evident 
that the circumstances of the time in 
which these rules were made, were quite 
different from the present. They were 
not immutable ; these rules were not like 
the laws of the Medes and Persians, and 
there was a power of altering them 
according to the exigencies of the day. 
They were made about 60 years ago, 
when quite a different state of feeling 
existed and when the idea was dominant 
to promote secular education as much as 
possible. The necessity for such re- 
strictions as were then imposed had 
now ceased, and he would appeal to the 
Chief Secretary to take into account the 
great benefits which the Christian 
Brothers’ schools had conferred upon 
Ireland and to declare that they should 
no longer be precluded from securing 
the pecuniary aid which Parliament had 
conceded for the promotion of Irish 
education. It was for the sole purpose 
of paying his tribute to these schools, 
and of expressing his anxious desire that 
this question should be settled in the 
direction indicated by the hon. Members 
below the Gangway, that he had now 
obtruded on the patience of the House. 
[ Cheers. | 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp  Batrour, 
Leeds, Central): The major part of 
this Debate has been concerned with 
the question of the Christian Brothers’ 
schools. ‘I propose dealing with that 
question before I sit down, but meantime 
I wish to refer to a few minor points of 
considerable importance which have 
arisen in the course of the discussion. 
The hon. Member for West Donegal 
asked me some questions, of which 
he was good enough to give me warning. 
First of all, he desires to know what the 
position of the Teachers’ Pension Fund 
is at the present moment. I regret to 
say that the position of that fund is 
very unsatisfactory. I will offer to the 
House a very brief account of its history 
and the present condition of the fund. 
Until 1880 the Irish National school 
teacher had no pension, but in 1879 an 
Act was passed creating a pension fund. 
It consisted of a sum of £1,300,000, 
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taken from Irish Church property and 
annual deductions from the teachers’ 
salaries—an inquiry to be made every 
five years. The inquiry made in 1885 
resulted, in the opinion of the Actuary, 
in showing a surplus of £196,000. In 
1890 the Report of the Actuary showed 
a large deficiency. The Report then 
made was submitted by the Treasury to 
a committee of Actuaries, and the Report 
made showed that the position of the 
fund was more serious than was suspected 
in 1890. So that at the present time 
I am afraid that if all the claims on the 
fund were satisfied it is doubtful if any of 
the fund, which was apportioned from 
the Irish Church fund, would remain 
over for the benefit of other teachers who 
might come on the fund. Thisis a very 
serious state of things and one that it is 
necessary to deal with. The whole 
scheme of pensions will have to be 
subjected to examination, and legislation 
will be necessary ; and while the ‘vested 
interests of existing teachers and 
pensioners ought not to be interfered 
with, care must be taken to prevent the 
creation of any further vested interests. 
(‘‘ Hear, hear !”]| I now pass to the second 
point touched upon by the hon. Member. 
He asked me about the amount for 
Irish pupils, urging that it should be 
advanced to at least 6s., the grant for 
England amounting to 10s. There 
appears to be a misconception here. It 
is impossible to compare the capitation 
grant handed over to Irish schools with 
the fee grant in England. The capi- 
tation grant in Ireland is the residue of 
a grant on which other claims have 
to be satisfied before the capitation 
grant itself can be distributed. 
The way in which the Irish grant is 
distributed is set forth in the fourth 
schedule of the Irish Education Act of 
1892, and it is not until the claims 
there laid down have been satisfied that 
it would be possible to distribute the 
residue as a eapitation grant. I believe 
that the claims there made upon the fund 
absorb something like one-half of it, and 
that only the other half remains for 
capitation grant. In order, therefore, 
to form a fair comparison between Eng- 
land and Ireland we must consider not 
merely the half grant which is distri- 
buted by way of capitation, but the 
whole of the grant, half of which is 
employedin satisfying these higherclaims. 
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The Vote of the present year, which has 
to bear a certain proportion tothe English 
free grant, amounts to some £224,000, 
and though the average attendance in 
Irish schools has not yet been ascertained, 
the probability is that, if you were to 
divide the total grant by the number of 
children in average attendance, you 
would find that the total grant per head 
in Ireland was something very nearly 
approaching 9s., as against 10s. distri- 
buted in England. I think that it is not 
altogether a satisfactory arrangement 
which makes the amount of the grant 
of Ireland depend not upon the circum- 
stances of Ireland ; but, sooner or later, 
probably the whole - subject will have to 
be reconsidered. With regard to the 
gratuities paid to the retiring teachers, 
I would point out that the gratuities 
paid to teachers in Ireland are of two 
kinds ; under the old system they were 
gratuities for long service; under the 
new system they are merely sick gratui- 
ties, and no gratuities for long service 
are paid, only pensions. Under the old 
system, if the teacher died before the 
payment of the retiring gratuity no pay- 
ment was made to his or her representa- 
tives, but under the new system the 
gratuity is to be paid to the family if 
the teacher dies after the Education 
Department has given its sanction to the 
payment, although it may be before the 
payment has obtained the further sanc- 
tion of the Treasury. I am at present 
in communication with the Treasury on 
the question as to whether those teachers 
who are entitled to a gratuity under the 
old system should not be placed in a 
corresponding position—[“ hear hear !”] 
—in other words, whether the gratuity 
should not be paid after it has received 
the sanction of the Lord Lieutenant, 
although it may not yet have received 
the sanction of the Treasury. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do not they say 
that it requires a statute ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not sure that they make that assertion, 
but I rather hope that I shall be able to 
secure for teachers under the old system 
terms similar to those under the new, 
[‘‘ Hear, hear!”] The limit of 35 years 
in regard to the repayment of the grants 
for teachers’ residences is fixed by statute, 
but, as a matter of fact, the Commis- 
sioners of Education in Ireland make 
the terms for the teachers very much 
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more easy than it would appear from the 
question as it was put by the hon. 
Member for West Donegal. They make 
special provision in their annual estimates 
to relieve the managers of schools to the 
extent of one-half of the rent-charge, 
and the amount for this provision in 
1894-95 was £3,740, which was payable 
by the Commissioners on behalf of the 
managers to the Board of Works. The 
managers are thus only called upon to 
pay £2 10s. per cent. per annum instead 
of 5 per cent., and that payment, together 
with the contribution of the Commis- 
sioners, discharges both the interest and 
the principal in 35 years. The rule re- 
garding the use of books in Irish national 
schools is that the books specified are not 
compulsory, and therefore the books 
disused by the National Board need not 
be used in the national schools. The 
rule laid down is given in an edition of 
the rules and regulations of the Commis- 


sioners, published in June, 1890, and IT} 
can hardly think that it was introduced | 


during the administration of the late 
Government. I think that it would be 
advantageous that the national schools 
should be as free as possible in this 
matter, provided always that the books 
received the sanction of the Education 
Commissioners. I will inquire whether 
the financial difficulties which have been 
suggested really exist, to what extent, 
and how far they can be remedied. The 
arrangements made by the Commissioners 
are such that at the present time the 
pupils are supplied with books at some- 
thing like half-price ; but the question 
whether poor children should not be 
supplied with books free of any charge 
at all is really, to some extent, one of 
funds. I find that a sum of something 
over £30,000 would enable all children 
in the national schools of Ireland to 
receive their books free of charge, and 
the expense would be under that if the 
poorer children alone were given this 
privilege. But, at the same time, I may 
remind the House that it is rather diffi- 
cult to distinguish between the children 
who can and cannot afford to purchase 
school books, and that any arrangement 
of that kind would have the inevitable 
result of placing upon the Commissioners 
a charge probably not very much less 
than the maximum, say, of £33,000. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Would it not be 
a test if the children were barefooted ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that in Scotland it might be, but 
in Ireland, perhaps, it may be different. 
I am quite ready to communicate with 
those in charge as to the supply of the 
school books to the library of the House. 
The difficulty in regard to education in 
agriculture in the Irish national schools 
is to some extent a legal one. The Irish 
Education Acts of 1892 and 1893 pro- 
vide for the compulsory acquisition of 
sites for schools or residences but not for 
gardens or areas, and it would be pro- 
bably very difficult even for the most 
competent teacher to teach agriculture 
unless a garden or area for agricultural 
operations adjoins the school-house. I 
may refer the House to the annual 
Report of the Commissioners for 1894, 
in which this question is dealt with, and 
in which it is suggested that it is 
desirable that the Acts of 1892 and 
1893 should not be confined to the 
sites, so that a statutory area of land 
might be provided for this purpose. 
If I have, in the course of the coming 
Session, to introduce a Bill amending 
the Act of 1892, I trust that one of the 
provisions of that Bill may be a pro- 
vision dealing with this very necessity. 
[‘‘Hear, hear!”] I think that that ex- 
hausts most of the questions which were 
raised in the course of the discussion, 
apart from the important subject of the 
Christian Brothers’ schools. The hon. 
Member for North Cork pointed out 
that at the present time the compulsory 
education provided by the Act of 1892 
was a dead letter, and he gave certain 
figures in connection with his statement 
which I am not able to follow altogether, 
though I think they were not very far 
from being accurate. According to the 
Reports of 1895 the number of schools 
where the Act was in operation was 43 
out of 118, and of those where the Act 
was not in operation 75. It may be 
interesting to the House to know that 
causes which have been assigned for the 
non-enforcement of the Act are the 
exclusion of the Christian Brothers from 
the benefits of the Act and the want of 
funds available to pay the expenses of 
the Attendance Committee. This latter 
cause is responsible for the failure of the 
Act in 36 localities. It will appear that, 
though the exclusion of the Christian 
Brothers’ schools from the operation of 
the Act has been a most important cause 
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of the failure of the Act, so far the 
principal difficulty has been the want of 
funds in connection with the administra- 
tion of the Act. It will be clear to the 
House that, if the intentions of Parlia- 
mentcannot be carried out, it will be neces- 
sary to deal in some manner or other with 
the difficulties which have arisen. The 
hon. Member for North Cork and others 
seemed to think that it would be possible 
for me to decide this question during 
the Recess, and another hon. Member 
suggested that I could settle the question 
with a stroke of the pen. While I 
approach this subject with the most 
earnest desire to include the schools in 
the National system of education, I 
consider that I am bound by the pledge 
given by my predecessor—that, if rules 
which had the effect of bringing the 
Christian Brothers within the system 
should receive the sanction of the Lord 
Lieutenant, this House should have an 
opportunity of expressing its views 
before they were finally incorporated 
within the rules of the National Educa- 
tion Board. In my judgment, I am not 
merely bound by the pledge of my pre- 
decessor, but I think that it would be 
undesirable that so important an issue 
as this should be decided without the 
House having an opportunity of express- 
ing an opinion upon it. But I do trust 
that during the Recess the Irish Govern- 
ment will be able to come to an arrange- 
ment on this subject. I trust that when 
Parliament meets again we shall be able 
to announce that we have successfully 
grappled with the question, and that 
what the hon. Member for North Cork 
has suggested as a modus vivendi has 
been arrived at. At all events, no effort 
on my part will be spared to bring about 
that extremely desirable result. The 
hon. and learned Member for North 
Louth suggested that I ought not to 
have taken office without having come 
to a decision on this matter. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I hardly said 
that. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Well, 
very nearly ; but I am by no means 
willing to press him on the subject. 
Other hon. Members were, however, 
more conciliatory. The hon. Member 
for North Cork merely urged upon me 
that I should ascertain what the 
Christian Brothers were prepared to 
accept or what the National Board of 
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Education were prepared to recommend. 
I shall endeavour to do so. I believe 
that a solution is possible, and I shall 
do my very utmost to bring such a 
solution to a satisfactory result. [‘ Hear, 
hear ! ”} 


Resolution agreed to. 


On the Resolution 


“That a sum, not exceeding £666,100, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge for the Royal 
Engineer Superintending Staff, and Expenditure 
for Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs, at Home and Abroad (including Pur- 
chases), which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1896,” 

Mr. T. M. HEALY rose to call 
attention to a question of public right 
of way over a piece of land in Dublin 
County which Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had purchased, on the advice of 
the Royal Engineers, from Mr. Jame- 
son, who had previously allowed the 
public to roam over the place at will. 
Mr. Jameson offered to pay the Govern- 
ment the sum of £50 if the Government 
would exchange another strip of land for 
a strip he desired to transfer to them. 
The Royal Engineers, to whom the 
matter was referred, recommended that 
the Government should accept the in- 
terchange of strips, and accordingly the 
interchange was carried into effect, but 
the Government had never insisted upon 
the payment by Mr. Jameson of the 
£50. As soon as the interchange of strips 
was effected, Mr. Jameson served a 
notice to have a declaration of title, 
including the strip of land he had got 
from the Government, freeing his land 
from all public rights of way. What 
he wanted to know was, whether the 
strip of land which the Government 
had thus obtained from Mr. Jameson, 
over which the public had a right of 
way, was to be freed from that right 
of way, or whether that right of way 
was to be extinguished? He could not 
understand why Mr. Jameson should 
have been let off the payment of the 
£50 which he had undertaken to pay in 
consideration of the exchange between 
himself and the Government of these 
strips of land. He made no objection to 
the recommendation of the Royal En- 
gineers that the strips should be ex- 
changed, but what he wanted to know 
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was, whether the Government, when they 
accepted Mr. Jameson’s terms, were 
aware that the strip of land which he 
offered to exchange for their strip was 
subject to a public right of way, and 
whether Her Majesty's Government 
were willing that that right of way 
should be preserved ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powett- 
Wituiams, Birmingham, 8.) said, that 
this matter had not been brought under 
the attention of the authorities at the 
War Office, but he would make inquiries 
with regard to it, and, if possible, give 
the hon. and learned Member the infor- 
mation that he asked for to-morrow. 


Resolution agreed to 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1895-6. 
On the Resolution— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £119,400, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge for Superannua- 
tion, Compensation, and Compassionate Allow- 
ances and Gratuities, which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March 1896,”’ 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR said, he 
desired to make a notification to the Gov- 
ernment that next Session he should 
draw the attention of the House to one 
of the grossest and most impudent jobs 
ever perpetrated. Sir E. Colville Ne- 
pean, who had been the Director of 
Contracts to the War Office, having 
been offered a lucrative appointment as 
Manager of a Company in the City, 
made application to the Treasury for 
leave to retire on a pension, although 
he was only 55 years of age, and had 
only put in 38 years’ service, and he 
would not have been entitled to his 
pension until 1896. The Treasury au- 
thorities came to the conclusion that 
they had no power to grant him a 
pension, but on his representing to 
them that if he chose to remain in the 
service he would be entitled to a pen- 
sion of £950 in 1896, he induced them, 
by what influence he did not know, to 
grant him a deferred annuity to that 
amount. Within two years after his 
retirement, the Company of which Sir 
E. Colville Nepean had become a Di- 
rector, went into liquidation, and in 
1893 this ex-Director of Contracts went 


Mr. T. M. Healy 


{COMMONS} 





Report. 1516 


to the Treasury and said to the Trea. 
sury, “Give me my pension.” The 
Treasury replied :— 


“We cannot. We have no statutory authority 
to pay you a pension. Youare not 60 years of 
age. You have not served 40 years. ere is 
nothing in the Superannuation Act to enable 
us to do it.’’ “Oh, but,”’ he said, ‘ you have 
already booked me for a deferred annuity of 
£950. Now I propose to make a bargain with 
you. Ifyou will give mea present annuity of 
the reduced amount of £670, I will take it in- 
stead of a deferred annuity of £950.”’ 


And again the Treasury, without any 
authority, gave this ex-Director of 
Contracts to the War Office a pension 
of £670, when, legally he was not en- 
titled to a single penny. Therefore, 
this gentleman, because he was on 
friendly terms with the authorities of 
the War Office and of the Treasury, 
had induced those authorities to enter 
into a scandalous job. His case was a 
remarkable contrast to thai of a poor 
school teacher in Ireland, whose personal 
representatives had been refused a small 
gratuity which he had earned. In the 
present case, because an officer in a 
high position had been in touch with 
the authorities of the War Office and 
with those of the Treasury, he had 
succeeded in inducing them to concur 
in granting him a pension to which 
he had no statutory right. He should 
not move to reduce the amount of the 
Vote on that occasion, but he warned 
the Government that he should raise 
the question again next Session. 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Bnxoprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) said, that he was 
extremely surprised at the tone that the 
hon. Gentleman had adopted in regard 
to this matter, and he scarcely thought 
that the hon. Gentleman was aware of 
the circumstances under which Sir E. 
Colville Nepean had retired from the 
service, or else he would hardly have 
used such an expression as a “ scanda- 
lous job” in connection with the grant- 
ing of a pension to the gentleman on 
his retirement. At the time of his re- 
tirement there were some gentlemen 
who had been in the service for some 
30 or 40 years, and who were enjoying 
salaries which were very much larger 
than they ought to have been paid for 
the class of work they had to perform. 
Sir Evan Nepean, an eminent public 
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servant, had served for 38} years before 
he applied to retire. He had given 
services almost equal to the maximum, 
and the Treasury took this line—that if 
a permanent public saving would be 
created by the retirement of Sir Evan 
Nepean, if it enabled his successor to be 
appointed at a salary of £1,200 instead 
£1,500, the saving would be such that 
the Treasury would be justified in 
admitting him to the same privileges as 
other officers in the department. <A 
saving had been made, and Sir E. Nepean, 
after 384 years’ service, had now retired 
ona pension of £950 a year. Had he 
served a year and-a-half longer he would 
have been entitled to £1,000 a year. 
He rose to defend this because he 
believed the arrangement made was 
satisfactory to the public. It was true 
that the Public Accounts Committee had 
condemned it, and the hon. Member, as 
Chairman of the Committee, was well 
within his rights in calling attention to 
their conclusion. 
it to be “a scandalous job” he would 
not have risen to defend it. On 
the contrary, he believed it was done 
by all concerned with the best regard for 
what was due to the public service and 
to an eminent public servant. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR asked 
whether, when £950 deferred pension 
was awarded to Sir E. Nepean, it was 
not on the express condition that under 
no circumstances should it be payable 
until he attained the age of 60% 

*Mr. BRODRICK said, he was aware 
that that was said at the time, but it 
was purely commutation value—£950 a 
year at the age of 60, or £730 at the age 
of 57. 

*Mr. W. WOODALL (Hanley) as 
Financial Secretary when the retirement 
was applied for, said Sir Evan Nepean’s 
retirement was unfortunate for Sir Evan 
himself, and a much-regretted loss to the 
public service, and he believed the terms 
on which the commutation was made 
effected a good bargain for the public. 


Expiring Laws 


Resolution agreed to. 
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WAYS AND MEANS (3isr AUGUST.] 
Resolution reported, 


‘‘ That, towards making good the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty for the service of the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1896, 
the sum of £37,094,087 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION). 


Bill to apply a sum out of the Con- 
solidated Fund to the service of the 
year ending on the thirty-first day of 
March, one thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-six, and to appropriate the Sup- 
plies granted in this Session of Parlia- 
ment, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. James William Lowther, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Hanbury ; 


Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time to- 
morrow. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
SITE) BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


CANADIAN SPEAKER (APPOINTMENT 
OF DEPUTY) BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported 
without Amendment; read the third 
time, and passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
On Clause I, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he regretted 
he was under the necessity of objecting 
to the date inserted in the Bill with 
special reference to the continuance of 
the Arms Act (Ireland). So far as that 
one Act was concerned, the word 
December ought to be changed and 
August or May substituted. In 1874, 
when the Rules of the House were 
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different from what they are now, Mr. 
Butt, on the Motion that the Speaker 
leave the chair, moved a Resolution to 
the effect that it was inexpedient, when 
an important Act had been passed for a 
limited period, especially if it conferred 
extraordinary powers on the Executive, to 
include it in a general Bill, instead of 
introducing a special Bill which would 
afford the House an opportunity of con- 
sidering the propriety of its discontinu- 
ance or modification. If the Bill passed 
as it stood the Acts included would 
remain inforce through the whole of next 
Session and until the 3lst of December. 
Thus the Irish people would be deprived 
of the right to carry arms for the present 
year and the whole of next year. All 
the Conservative constitutional authori- 
ties, from Mr. Disraeli and Sir Stafford 
Northcote down to the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone [Laughter], had been 
against the practice. They objected to 
the renewal of the Coercion Act for 
Treland and the Arms Act in 1873, 
when a Liberal Government was in 
office. When objection was being taken 
to the renewal of the Acts in 1874, Sir 
Stafford Northcote, who was Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, said his right hon. 
Friend at the head of the Government 
had determined that these Acts should 
not on any future occasion be put into 
the ordinary omnibus Continuance Bill, 
but, if it was desired to renew them, they 
should be dealt with separately. There 
was a distinct pledge that Acts of this 
kind should not be included in an Ex- 
piring Laws Continuance Bill. Mr. 
Henley, Member for Oxfordshire, who 
was regarded by the Tory party as a 
great constitutional authority, and a 
man with more common sense than any- 
one else in these islands, said it was a 
grave question whether the Continuance 
Bill did not extend to an inconvenient 
length through continuing many Acts 
which had better be left out. Sir 
Eardley Wilmot, another Conservative, 
deprecated the unconstitutional policy 
pursued by the Government, condemned 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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it as indefensible, and apparently voted 
with Mr. Butt. When the Bill got into 
Committee Mr. Disraeli declared that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
expressed the views of the Government. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
the Government did not desire to carry 
this practice of continuing important 
laws further than it had been carried, 
but rather to restrict it. He further 
said it was not the intention of the 
Government{to propose the continuance 
of these Acts again, and, therefore, if 
only the House believed the Government 
spoke with good faith, there was every 
intention to meet the opposing Members 
fairly. Having been reminded that he 
had come in with a large majority and 
recommended to use it gently, Mr. 
Disraeli said :— 


Continuance Bill. 


‘* Notwithstanding our spanking majority, I 
would prefer to use it with good humour; and I 
hope upon reflection the Irish Members will feel 
that they have carried that style of Parliament- 
ary manceuvring far enough.” 


[Lronical laughter.| The Conserva- 
tive Government of that date were 
compelled by the resistance of the 
Irish Members to drop the system of 
including a coercive Bill for Ireland in 
an omnibus Bill. In consequence they 
passed the Peace Preservation Act of 
1875, in which the Arms Act was in- 
cluded ; and in defending that, the then 
Attorney General for Ireland, Dr. Bull, 
put the ground of its continuance on dis- 
turbance in the North of Ireland. That 
was the only place in Ireland where the 
Act had not been enforced. Immediately 
after the passing of the Act the great 
riots took place in Belfast, when hun- 
dreds of men were shooting at each 
other. The history of this Act showed 
conclusively that its object was of an op- 
pressive character. In 1875 it was 
passed for six years. In 1881 it was re- 
newed for five years in an Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill. In 1886 its re- 
newal was resisted by the Irish Members, 
and it expired in 1892. The Conserva- 
tive Government then included the 











1521 


measure in an Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance Bill, that being their first departure 
from the practice of Mr. Disraeli in 
1874. The expiry in 1893 took place at 
a time when Parliament was about to 
be dissolved, and when Members were 
looking after their constituencies. But 
the Nationalist Members found a good 
substitute in the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, who on September 18, 1893, 
said :— 


Expiring Laws 


“He objected to the renewal of the Peace 
Preservation Act, a measure of coercion which 
was unnecessary to the Government in carrying 
out their policy, especially as they had dispensed 
with the Criminal Law Procedure Act.”’ 


Tue SECRETARY v0 toe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): What I did put 
to the Chief Secretary was this—that in- 
asmuch as the Government was boasting 
of governing Ireland without exceptional 
legislation, they had no right to renew 
the Arms Act, that being exceptional 
legislation. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the hon. 
Member suggest that I have not read 
his words verbatim from Hansard ? 
There are no trimmings or filigree work 
about that statement of his at all. 
[Laughter.| He hoped the hon. Member, 
however, was not ashamed of his 
opinions, The Trish Party then thought 
that as the Liberal Government were 
endeavouring to press forward a large 
measure to give to the Irish people the 
right to make their own laws in their 
own way, they were entitled to have 
from the Irish Party some consideration 
in regard to minor measures which they 
thought to be necessary for the Govern- 
ment of Ireland. He did not then, nor 
did he now, follow the Irish Party in 
that argument, but for the sake of 
solidarity, one must go with one’s party— 
[Ministerial laughter |—and so no protest 
was made at that time against the con- 
tinuance of the Act. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite who laughed had very often to 
go with their Party whether they liked 
it or not, and they considered their con- 
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duct, instead of blameworthy, all the 
more heroic, on that account. [ Laughter. ] 
He was far from saying that the Gov- 
ernment would not be able to make out 
some case, owing to the shortness of the 
Session, for the present continuance of 
the Bill if it were renewed for a brief 
period, on the ground that they had not 
time to consider the matter. But it 
must be clear to everybody that the 
Irish Party could not allow the con- 
tinued appearance of the Bill in the 
schedule of Bills that were to be passed 
as a matter of course. As an illustration 
of the way the thing worked he would 
mention that on a Saturday might, about 
12 o'clock, in the town of Cavan, a party 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary first en- 
tered the licensed premises of Mr. Terence 
Fitzpatrick, Main Street, and searched 
his house from top to bottom, his garden 
and out-offices, without any result, and 
then went direct to the residence of Mr. 
Mulligan, Main Street — [Ministerial 
laughter|—and knocked up him and his 
family out of bed. {Ministerial laughter 
and cries of “ Order, Disraeli!” from the 
Irish Benches. | 

Mr. FARRELL: Make that person 
over there keep order. [Ministerial cries 
of “ Order !”] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said the hon. 
Member for the Altrincham division of 
Cheshire bore an historic name —— 

Mr. FARRELL: Yes, and that is all. 
He has no brains. [Ministerial cries of 
Order !”] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: And there was 
nothing for the right hon. Gentleman to 
laugh at in the spectacle of a family 
being knocked up out of bed at two 
o'clock in the morning. If the hon. 
Member were knocked out of bed at 
that hour—he was sure he would be found 
at home like Mr. Fitzpatrick and Mr. 
Mulligan—but the hon. Member would 
not like his family to be disturbed in 
this way in a vain search for arms, 
because there were no arms. He would 
advise the hon. Member for Altrincham 
to study the speeches of his illustrious 
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relative on the Arms Act, and especially 
the speech of Mr. Disraeli, delivered in 
Buckinghamshire, at the General Elec- 
tion of 1874, in which he depicted an 
Irishman going for a midnight walk, 
when the hand of a policeman was laid 
on him, and he was trotted off to prison, 
his house visited, and the beds of his 
family ripped open. But the hon. Mem- 
ber perhaps could console himself with 
the thought that when Mr. Disraeli came 
into office in 1874, the first thing he did 
was to renew the Act of the Liberal 
Government of which he had complained 
only six months before. It was time for 
this policy to come to an end. In an 
agricultural ‘country like Ireland, to 
deny the farmer the use ofa fowling- 
piece to kill vermin on his farm was to 
deprive him almost of a necessary of life, 
A man wanted a gun to shoot crows or 
rabbits on his farm ; he applied to the 
Resident Magistrate for a licence—for the 
ordinary magistrates were not allowed 
to interfere in this matter; and the 
Resident Magistrate having a grudge 
against him, because he attended a 
meeting of the Land League, or refused 
to sign a petition against Home Rule, 
refused him the licence, like the case 
of the farmer with 300 acres in the 
county of Limerick which had recently 
been brought before the House. The 
Chief Secretary in reference to that 
case read off an answer to the effect that 
he could not dive into the mysterious 
recesses of the Resident Magistrate’s 
mind, and that was all the satisfaction the 
men got. Had the Act, on the other 
hand, prevented outrages and murders? 
The Government’s own Coercion Act of 
1887 proved that, in their opinion, it had 
not. Could anyone say that the wrong- 
doer, the evil-minded man, the murderer— 
had been prevented from getting either 
pistols or guns by reason of the existence 
of this Act? Nothing of the kind. 
The Act had only been used to worry and 
annoy Members of the Nationalist Party, 
against whom the Administration had a 
grudge. The Government did not put 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 








Continuance Bill. 1524 
it in force against riotous people, or 
against those who ought to be con- 
trolled—namely, emergency men and 
gamekeepers. If the records were 
examined for the last seven years, it 
would be found that 30 or 40 
outrages had been committed by 
emergency men, without even a wet 
finger, as they said in Ireland, being 
laid upon the offenders by the officers of 
the law. Persons of the bailiff class 
were very ready in the use of pistols; 
water bailiffs were free in the use of 
firearms. The Government tolerated 
such user or misuser of arms without 
condemnation, but attempted to enforce 
the Act against what he called the more 
respectable body of the farmers of the 
country. He submitted that the course 
he was taking was a reasonable one, If 
the Motion he should conclude with 
were rejected, he would have to divide 
against that portion of the Schedule 
which renewed the Act itself. He 
trusted, however, that they would hear 
from the Government some statement to 
the effect that even if they insisted that 
in certain counties in Ireland the Act 
should be enforced, there should be some 
system of appeal from the Resident Magis- 
trate to the County Court Judge. He 
moved to omit the word “ December” 
and insert “ August.” 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ December’ 
stand part of the clause.” 


Mr.GERALD BALFOUR: Although 
the present Amendment has for its 
effect merely an alteration in the date, 
the hon. and learned Member has taken 
the opportunity of raising upon it the 
general question of policy, and therefore 
I rise at once to reply to him. I may, 
in the first place, say that the inclusion 
of this Act in the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill was approved of by my 
predecessor on June 17th, and therefore 
it is really the Bill of the late Govern- 
ment we are defending, and not merely 
our own Bill. Moreover, I may call 
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attention to the fact that it is open to 
the Lord Lieutenant at any time to 
withdraw the operation of the Arms 
Act, either from the whole of Ireland, 
or from particular counties, or from 
parts of counties in Ireland. The 
power of withdrawing the operation of 
the Act was never at any time exercised 
by the Government while Mr. Morley 
was Chief Secretary. The other day, 
when I urged, in defence of the course of 
action adopted by me, that I was merely 
continuing the policy of my predecessor, 
the hon. and learned Member objected 
to having Mr. Morley thrust down his 
throat, as he expressed it; but I must 
remind the hon. and learned Gentleman 
that we have to address the vindication 
of our policy, not merely to him and to the 
hon. Members who sit near him, but tothe 
whole House—[‘‘ Hear, hear!” ]—and 
I think the House generally will see the 
extreme significance of the fact that 
Mr. Morley felt himself compelled, in 
the interest of good Government, to 
continue the Act, although undoubtedly, 
had he obeyed the private behests of 
the hon. and learned Member and 
his friends, he would either have 
suspended the Act by proclamation 
or allowed it to drop altogether. 
The hon. and learned Member raised no 
objection to this Act in 1893. Again, in 
1894 no protest was uttered either by 
him or any of his colleagues on that 
Bench. [‘ Hear, hear!”] Itis true, as 
the hon. and learned Member says, that 
my hon. friend the Member for South 
Tyrone, in 1893, proved an excellent 
substitute, but I think we have a right 
to ask why it was that this excellent 
substitute was not supported by the hon. 
and learned Member? [Cheers.] When 
my hon. Friend got up at that time 
he urged in defence of his action what 
he desired to impress upon the House, 
which was that if the Irish Govern- 
ment were able to dispense with the 
Crimes Act, they ought also to be able 
to dispense with the Arms Act. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”}. Thehon. and learned Gentle- 


Expiring Laws 


{2 SepremBer 1895} 





1526 


man said that at all events my hon. 
Friend would not deny the plain state- 
ment in “ Hansard,” but when he came 
to read these words the Committee will 
agree with me that the contention of my 
hon. Friend was absolutely substan- 
tiated. What were the words? The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, said— 
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“He objected to the renewal of the Peace 
Preservation Act as a measure of coercion 
unnecessary for the Government carrying out 
their policy, especially as they had dispensed 
with the Criminal Law and Procedure Act.” 


[Cheers.] Nothing could be plainer than 
that. It was clear that my hon. 
Friend, in objecting to the Peace 
Preservation Act, was merely urging 
upon the Government their inconsist- 
ency in dispensing with the Crimes Act 
whilst at the same time they retained 
on the Statute-book a measure of excep- 
tional legislation of this kind. [“ Hear, 
hear!”]. But the hon. and learned 
Gentleman did not read the re; ly of the 
late Chief Secretary for Ireland given 
to my hon. Friend. Mr. Morley said 
upon that occasion :— 


“My only answer to the hon. Gentleman 
is that the Peace Preservation Act has been 
in force for many years. I do not regard the 
Act as a measure of coercion, but essentially 
as a measure of police regulation.” 


[Cheers.] I pass from 1893 to 1894. 
Again the hon. Member and his Friends 
sat silent on those Benches when the 
Act was renewed. [Cheers.]| He says 
the Government of that day urged upon 
him that they were entitled to some 
consideration in minor matters which 
they considered necessary for the good 
government of the country. The hon. 
and learned Member tells us he did not 
altogether approve of that sentiment, 
but felt bound to have some regard for 
solidarity in his Party. [ZLaughter.] 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: In my own 
Party. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
the privilege which the hon. and learned 
Member claims for himself that he 
denies my hon. Friend the Member for 
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South Tyrone. After all, I do not think 
the hon. Member has any reason to 
complain of my hon. Friend. What 
does it come to? He said my hon. 
Friend then spoke and is now silent. 
Yes, but the hon. Member was then 
silent and now speaks. [Cheers.] The 
hon. and learned member then proceeded 
to deal with what he calls the raid for 
arms at Cavan, and he stated that this 
raiding took place at midnight. I can 
only say I have no information of the 
kind, and I believe it to be impossible. 
At all events, if it was done it was 
illegal under the Peace Preservation Act, 
because the first clause of that Act 
requires that all searches should take 
place between sunrise and _ sunset. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] I cannot help think- 
ing that upon this occasion the hon. and 
learned Member has been misinformed. 
If the search took place under this Act 
and really was carried out at midnight, 
the police were clearly guilty of illegal 
action. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
tract from the 
[Laughter }. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I pre- 
sume the Freeman’s Journal, like the 
hon. Member, was probably misinformed. 
[“ Hear, hear!”}. What happened? A 
box containing arms arrived at Cavan 
Railway Station merely described as 
hardware, addressed to an individual 
who declares that he never got the arms 
at all. On opening the box the nature 
of the consignment—consisting of rifles 
—became detected by a porter, the 
knowledge became public property, and 
the police would have been guilty of 
gross dereliction of duty, if they had not 
done their very best to trace the arms 
and ascertain what became of them, and 
I am informed that the search was 
carried out, but I conceive not at mid- 
night as the hon. Member says. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman any information on this 
point ? 

Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
naturally not, because I never expected 
that the point would be raised. 

Mr. T. M.HEALY : It is raised in the 
newspapers. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
raised in the Freeman’s Journal, but I 
am not responsible for the Freeman’s 
Journal. (Laughter and cheers.) If 
the hon. and learned Gentleman had 
been good enough to give me information 
beforehand that the search was alleged 
to have been carried out at midnight, I 
should have been glad to have made 
inquiries. In the meantime I am 
sceptical on the subject. I am told that 
no objection was made by the person 
who inhabited the house to the search 
being carried out. The hon. Member 
went on to tell the Committee that the 
habitual use of firearms in Ulster led to 
fearful loss of life. Is that an argument 
against the Bill? Instead of being so, 
it seems to me a strong argument in 
favour of the Bill. [Cheers.| Let me 
tell the real reasons why the Bill is re- 
quired. In the first place, there is a 
certain class of crime in Ireland which 
does not occur at all, or is so rare in this 
country as to be practically a negligible 
quantity—namely, the crime of moon- 
lighting. In view of the frequency of 
crimes of that class it is eminently 
desirable that persons of a bad reputa- 
tion should not find it easy to procure 
arms. That is one of the great reasons 
for retaining this Act, as Mr. Morley 
said, as a measure of police regulation, 
and the other is the reason indicated by 
the hon. and learned Member himself— 
namely, that in Ireland you have in 
times of political and sectarian excite- 
ment encounters between large crowds 
of partisans. These crowds, even as it 
is, are armed with sticks and _ stones, 
and if there were no restrictions as to 
the use of firearms, and if these people 
whom the police have now to keep 
apart were provided with firearms, it is 
clear there would be a great danger of 
a repetition of those scenes of which, un- 
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fortunately, we have had conspicuous in- 
stance in the streets of Belfast. [ Cheers. | 
These are the principal reasons why this 
Act is still necessary. There is no evi- 
dence to show that the Act bears hardly 
on those who really require firearms. I 
will tell the Committee the number of 
licences granted during the year from 
August, 1894, to July, 1895. The num- 
ber was 5,639, and the number refused 
was only 362. No persons are prevented 
from having a licence unless there are 
serious reasons for it. I mention these 
figures to show that there is no real 
hardship in maintaining this Act, and I 
think, with my predecessor, that its con- 
tinuance is merely a matter of police 
precaution. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY observed that the 
right hon. Gentleman tried to convey 
that the search for arms at Cavan could 
not have occurred after midnight, be- 
cause such a thing would have been 
illegal—in other words, that the police 
in Ireland always acted legally. [Cheers. | 
It was a remarkable fact that the right 
hon. Gentleman should have been in a 
position to give partial details of this 
incident, and should not have been in a 
position to give information on the very 
point which was made the subject of 
complaint in the public Press—namely, 
the hour of night and the illegality of 
the search, and of the method in which 
it was conducted. The right hon. 
Gentleman confessed that he was wholly 
without information on those points. 
They read telegrams of atrocities in 
Armenia on the authority of newspapers, 
and really, when Members of Parliament 
were sneered at for producing newspaper 
reports, he would ask what other sources 
of information could they have with 
regard to matters occurring in distant 
places? Would the right hon. Gentle- 
man suggest what newspaper in Ireland 
they might rely upon? (Laughter. | 
Until he placed at their disposal official 
sources of information, he must excuse 
them for relying on what were called 
the ordinary channels of information. 
Mr. Morley’s administration of this Act 
had been referred to, but there was this, 
at any rate, to be said about Mr. 
Morley’s administration—that there were 
no complaints of night searches under it, 
and that his Government were hardly 
warm in office when this case arose in 
Cavan. And it was one thing to have 
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an Act administered by one Government, 
and another and quite different thing to 
have the same Act administered by 
another Government. For instance, the 
Coercion Act was in force under Mr. 
Morley’s administration, but he did not 
use the Coercion Act. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s taunts about inconsistencies 
did not trouble him at all. He might 
say with the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham that it was not he 
who had altered, it was only circum- 
stances. The taunt of inconsistency, 
therefore, might safely be remitted to 
Birmingham. [Laughter.| The Chief 
Secretary had dealt with the case in 
County Cavan, entirely leaving out of 
the scope of his reply the Constitutional 
view presented, namely, the question of 
the renewal of the Act, what was con- 
trary to the Bill of Rights, the right of 
the subject to bear arms, and of its 
renewal in this form year after year, 
without giving Parliament the oppor- 
tunity of considering it except in the 
Schedule of a Bill. For the purposes of 
that argument he had quoted Mr. Butt, 
a Constitutional authority, Mr. Disraeli, 
and Sir Stafford Northcote. He did not 
cite them to strengthen his argument 
about the incident in County Cavan or 
the defence of his consistency. The 
Constitutional question the right hon. 
Gentleman had left out of sight, but it 
was one that would have to be dealt 
with. The right hon. Gentleman had 
met the argument about the use to which 
the Act had been put in a very remark- 
able manner. In the North of Ireland 
it was never enforced. He would ven- 
ture to say there was not an Orangeman 
in Belfast not in the possession of fire- 
arms ; but the Act was enforced in the 
South of Ireland in the manner to which 
he had referred. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said there were only 362 cases of 
refusals to grant licences throughout the 
country, but the Committee would be in 
a better position to judge of the breadth 
and effect of those refusals if they were _ 
told in how many counties in Ireland the 
Act was in force. Off-hand he could 
not say how many counties were pro- 
claimed ; but, if they were few, these 
refusals might be a very irritating num- 
ber. On the other hand, 5,639 licences 
were granted ; but to whom were they 
granted? If to emergency men, bailiffs, 
and mercenaries of the landlord class, 
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that would be no answer to what he had 
said. His argument was that the Govern- 
ment had not been able to put down moon- 
lighting and other outrages by the Arms 
Act, because they had been obliged to pass 
a Coercion Act in addition. It was un- 
reasonable that the class upon whom 
alone the Act should press heavily, 
should be the respectable tenant-farmer 
class, and that they should be subjected 
to this irritation because of a small 
number of evil-doers. Nor had the 
right hon. Gentleman in any way 
vindicated the discretion of his resident 
magistrates. It was a monstrous thing 
that a resident magistrate without check 
on his discretion should be allowed to 
say to a decent farmer having 300 or 400 
acres of land—a man with a stake in the 
country—*“ you shall not be allowed to 
bear arms.” It was hardly likely that a 
man of this class would go about at night, 
with blackened face, firing into his neigh- 
bours’ dwellings. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was afraid to give the reasons that 
operated in the minds of resident 
magistrates. He had replied effectively 
on some points from a purely debating 
standpoint, but this was a matter to be 
considered from a constitutional stand- 
point. This Government had pledged 
itself to equal laws for England and 
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Ireland, it had been allowed under the | 


special circumstances of the Session the 
renewal of certain Acts, but Irish 
Members were entitled to a reply as to 
their policy on these measures of a 
restrictive character. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Even 
supposing the hon. Member’s view of the 
Arms Act were accepted, the Amend- 
ment would not be appropriate, since it 
would apply to all the expiring laws 
included in the Bill. His object would 
be served by a Division on the inclusion 
of the Arms Act in the schedule. As to 
the hon. Gentleman’s constitutional 
argument, I certainly donot think that this 
Act, sanctioned in several Parliaments, 
under Governments drawn from both 
parties, can be called a violent violation 
of the liberty of the subject. 


that has been sufficiently dealt with by 
my right hon. Friend near me. But I 
am quite ready to agree with the hon. 
Member that if Parliament had plenty 
of time to deal with the measures con- 
tained in this schedule, if all speeches 
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were brief, if no unnecessary speeches 
were made, I am decidedly of opinion 
that there are some Acts which we con- 
tinue year by year which might very 
properly be made perpetual or dealt with 
separately by Parliament. I go a step 
further, and say that among the Bills 
which under such circumstances I should 
like to see dealt with in that way would 
be this very Arms Act. But that is not 
the question before the House. The 
question is whether we shall or shall not 
continue for the ordinary term an Act 
which has been considered necessary not 
merely by the Party now in. power or 
the present Government, but by a Party 
and byan Administration which on almost 
every aspect of the Irish question differed 
fundamentally from the Party now in 
office. I hope, therefore, the hon. 
Gentleman will not press this particular 
Amendment to a division, but that, if 
he desires to take the opinion of this 
House, he will do it by an Amendment 
to the schedule by which this Bill, and 
this Bill alone, may be excepted from 
the general provisions of the Act. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said, he had 
no objection to take the course suggested. 
But perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
would allow him to say that, if this 
Parliament was unable to deal with these 
questions ; if all the speeches were not 
brief, and if there was obstruction, so far 
as the Irish Members were concerned, 
there was a very simple way of getting 
rid of the difficulty by sending them 
back to their own Parliament. 


Continuance Bill. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY then moved to 
omit the Arms Act from the schedule of 
the Bill. 


Mr. J. DILLON (Mayo, E.) supported 
the Amendment. The subject, he said, 
had been very fully dealt with by the hon. 
Member for North Louth, and he only 
desired to raise one point. It had been 
the practice of resident magistrates to 
grant licences to carry arms to emergency 
men without inquiring into their charac- 
ter. Now, it was notorious that the 
Irish Government afforded ample and 
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superabundant protection to these emer 
gency men by the police whenever it was 
thought necessary. He protested that 
these men, who by the very nature of 
their calling were reckless and quarrel- 
some, fond of a row, and sometimes 
subject to considerable provocation, 
should, as a matter of course, be allowed 
to carry arms, when respectable, honest 
men in their neighbourhood were denied 
the right. The Chief Secretary had 
given as a reason for this Act that crimes 
were committed in Ireland by means of 
firearms, and he referred to the moon- 
lighting outrages. For the last two or 
three years since the Coercion Act had 
been dropped crimes of that class had 
almost totally disappeared. But, he 
would ask, were no crimes of violence 
committed in this country by the use of 
firearms? It was a matter of notoriety 
that firearms were as frequently used 
with deadly effect in this country against 
the police, and, if even-handed justice 
were done as between the two countries, 
was there not equally as much justifi- 
cation for applying the Arms Act 
in England as there was in Ireland? 
The Chief Secretary had given figures to 
show that the number of unsuccessful 
applications for licences was compara- 
tively small. The reason why the num- 
ber was not larger was that Irishmen 
holding Nationalist opinions refrained 
from applying, knowing that they would 
be subjected to the indignity of a refusal. 
He had himself never obtained the 
right to carry arms. Rather than run 
the risk of a refusal he had abstained 
from applying for a licence, and hundreds 
of thousands of Nationalists had been 
influenced by the same motive. Was 
there anybody in that House having any 
knowledge of Ireland who really believed 
that the Arms Act had the effect of pre- 
venting crime? If a man intended to 
commit a moonlight outrage or any other 
kind of crime, he procured the necessary 
arms somehow. The men who applied 
for licences were not those who were 
likely to transgress the law. The Act, 
which was not honestly administered, 
was simply a cause of irritation and an 
insult to Ireland. 


Berriew 


Question put, “ That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 136 ; 
Noes, 22.—(Division List, No. 36). 


Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the Third time To-morrow. 


WEST HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
GUARANTEE BILL. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A.J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) moved that the order for the Second 
Reading of this Bill be read and dis- 
charged. 


Motion agreed to. 


BERRIEW SCHOOL BILL. 


On the motion for the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill, 


Toe VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Jonn Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University), said, this Bill 
was brought in by the Government in 
consequence of a pledge given by his 
predecessor. It was merely a question 
as to a certain Order in Council; the 
present Scheme was submitted in the 
usual way, but it was not laid before 
both Houses of Parliament owing to a 
mistake made in the Educational 
Department. Attention was called to 
the matter several times in the House 
on the Vote on Account, and the Vice- 
President said the point had been sub- 
mitted to the Law Officers as to whether 
there were any means of bringing the 
Scheme before Parliament. He (the then 
Vice-President) said that if there were 
any reasonable means, even by Act of 
Parliament, by which the Scheme could be 
brought before Parliament, he should be 
very glad to adopt those means. At the 
accession of the present Government it 
was referred to the President of the 
Council to say how that could be carried 
out. The Law Officers were consulted, 
and the advice they gave was that there 
were no means, except by Act of Parlia- 
ment, by which this Order in Council 
could be rescinded. It was in fulfilment 
of that pledge that the present Govern- 
ment thought they should bring in this 
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Bill to carry out continuity of Regula- 
tion. The only provision in the Bill was 
to rescind the Order in Council, and in 
moving the Second Reading he hoped 
that hon. Members opposite would not 
oppose it, as it was to carry out a pledge 
given by their predecessors. 

*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) thought it was highly in- 
expedient that the Bill should pass, 
owing to the circumstances under which 
the Scheme was passed. The endow- 
ment which the Bill proposed to deal 
with was an ancient one, and had been 
used for the last 80 years or so purely 
for the purposes of an elementary school. 
When originally started it was perhaps 
a very great improvement on most of the 
elementary schools of that time, but it 
had now become utterly inadequate for 
its purpose. There were only two 
rooms, one for boys the other for girls, 
and when the average attendance 
was exceeded in either, the  over- 
crowding was very considerable. There 
were no class rooms, and the con- 
dition of the offices was scandalous. 
There was no playground, and the water 
supply was derived from a pump close 
to the churchyard, if not upon the 
ground which formed part of the church- 
yard originally, and was condemned 
some time ago by the Medical Officer of 
Health. The trustees for many years 
had been conscious that something must 
be done, but they did not take any steps 
for some years, because they anticipated 
the endowment being dealt with under 
the jurisdiction given to the Charity 
Commissioners by the Endowed Schools 
Acts. Upon the passing of the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, the Scheme 
now in question was framed for the 
Endowment by the Joint Intermediate 
Education Committee of the county 
unanimously. He proceeded to show 
that the Scheme was in accordance with 
the settled policy of the Joint Com- 
mittee, which was to secure secondary 
education of a type suitable for children 
destined for country pursuits in schools 
in immediate proximity to their homes. 

Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 


Berriew 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must confine himself to the merits of the 
question before the House. 

*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said, 
that the Charity Commissioners objected 
to the method by which the Joint 
Committee had originally proposed to 
carry out their object in the case 
(among other endowments) of Berriew, 
but they pointed out that there were 
other means of effecting the object in 
view—{Cries of “Order, order!” |— 
namely, by making a grant by way of 
scholarships and the establishment of 
an upper department in schools of the 
locality. 

Mr. JASPER MORE, ‘rising to 
order, desired to ask whether the hon. 
Member was in order in referring to 
the Schemes ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have read the 
proposals of the Bill, and I cannot say 
that it is out of order for the hon. 
Member to refer to the Schemes ; but I 
hope he will not do so in more detail 
than is necessary. 

*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said, 
that he would not. Their proposals 
were, first, that the endowment should 
be kept for the purposes of the school, 
not used for scholarships elsewhere, 
and, further, that an additional grant 
of £73 a year should be made to the 
school out of the General County Fund, 
in order to ensure adequate teaching. 
These proposals were laid before the 
Trustees of the Berriew School, at a 
meeting convened for the purpose. 
They were most carefully explained 
to the Trustees of the school, includ- 
ing the Vicar of the parish, and 
now he would come to what was the 
whole gist of the matter. [Jronical 
Ministerial cheers.| Under the Scheme, 
religious instruction of an undenomina- 
tional character, and only by members of 
the teaching staff, was to be given in the 
school. As the Joint Committee under- 
stood and entered on their minutes, 
this was agreed to by the Trustees, 
and thereupon they forwarded their 
proposals to the Charity Commissioners, 
with a view to a Scheme based upon 


sity) asked the Speaker whether the hon. | theirs being drafted in the usual way. 
Member was in order in discussing the | The Commissioners then raised the 
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of The Endowed Schools Act. After 
long consideration they ultimately de- 
cided it was not, and the Scheme went 
on. During the year 1893, the draft 
was sent to the Trustees for their con- 
sideration twice, and each time they 
made some observations upon it; but 
made no attempt to alter the religious 
instruction clause. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It appears to me 
that the hon. Member is now discussing 
the history and not the merits of the 
Scheme. 

*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said he 
was shewing that the Scheme was 
approved by the Trustees. It was also 
approved unanimously by the Joint 
Education Committee and the County 
Council, in fact by all concerned, and 
was only objected to at the last moment 
by the Vicar. He was proceeding to 
say that he regretted that the Vice- 
President had suggested a doubt as to the 
bond fides of the Petitioners when—— 

Sir JOHN GORST interposing, said : 
I stated nothing about the bond fides of 
the Commissioners. What I said was, 
that that was not in issue at the present 
time. [Cheers.| 

*Mr. HUMPHREYS -OWEN pro- 
ceeded to remark, that it had been as- 
certained that many signatures to the 
petitions which had been presented had 
been obtained on misrepresentations 
as to the result of the Scheme, 
and that it was upon those mis- 
representations being cleared up that 
the signatures had been withdrawn. 
Upon the merits of the case therefore 
he was justified in taking the 
course he had done. The Scheme was 
one which concerned the inhabitants of 
the parish in question, and this was the 
only opportunity he should have of pro- 
testing against it. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, that the hon. Member who 
had just sat down did not appear to 
realise the effect of the course he was 
taking. Whatever might be the merits or 
the demerits of the Scheme in question, 
he had already stated to the House that 
it was not the intention of the Govern- 
ment to take opposed business during 
the present Session, and therefore if hon. 
Members went to a Division against the 
Bill the Government would drop the 
measure. 
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*Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) said, that he rose to move that 
the Bill be read a third time that day 
three months. It was highly incon- 
venient for the Government to bring in a 
Bill to rescind an Order in Council which 
precluded the matter from being dis- 
cussed upon its merits. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said, that he should sup- 
port the Motion of the hon. Member, 
as a protest against the system that 
was now so prevalent, of introducing 
addresses against Welsh Schemes in the 
House of Lords instead of in the House 
of Commons. If the Government were 
justified in refusing to introduce a Bill 
to expedite the passing of a Scheme which 
related,not to one small parish, but to a 
county like Glamorganshire, with a popu- 
lation of 750,000, then the Welsh Mem- 
bers were justified in objecting to the 
Government bringing forward a measure 
that related to one parish only. The 
Welsh Liberal Members represented the 
great majority of the people of Wales, 
and therefore should be listened to. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite desired, at the 
bidding of a small aggressive faction on 
their own side, to induce the House to 
reject a scheme which had been passed 
by the Joint Education Committee of 
Glamorganshire, assented to by Con- 
servative and Liberal Members of the 
Committee, and passed by the Charity 
Commissioners and the Education 
Department. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY rose in his place, and claimed to 
move “ That the Question be now put” ; 
but Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that Question. 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) 
moved the adjournment of the Debate, 
observing that the Leader of the 
House in pressing forward this Bill 
had departed from the pledge he gave 
that no contentious Bill should be pro- 
ceeded with during the present Session. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he had twice stated that 
he would not press the Bill. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said, that if 
the right hon. Gentleman would not press 
the Bill he would withdraw his Motion, 
and this was accordingly withdrawn. 


Question put. 


The House divided : — Ayes, 134 ; 
Noes, 22.—(Division List, No. 37.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and Com- 
mitted for Monday next. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 


Resolved, That the Statement of the 
Estimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
Foundation for the year 1895-6 be 
approved.—/( Mr. Austen Chamberlain. ) 


POST OFFICE (AUSTRALIAN 
CONTRACTS). 

Resolved, That the Contracts, dated 
the 30th day of January, 1895, entered 
into with the Peninsular and Oriental 
Steam Navigation Company and the 
Orient Steam Navigation Company for 
the conveyance of Mails to and from 
Australia, be approved.—( Mr. Hanbury.) 


MAIL 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


On the Order for the second reading 
of this Bill, 


Mr. DILLON said, he deeply re- 
gretted the Government had not seen 
their way to modify the 13th Clause of 
the Bill. A few slight changes in the 
clause would undoubtedly enable it to 
work immense good in Ireland; but he 
was afraid that in its present form it 
would, to say the least, fall far short of 
effecting a settlement of the unhappy 
difficulty of the evicted tenants. The 
part of the clause needing modification 
was Sub-section 3, which provided that 
the Land Commissioners, if they con- 
sidered the farm as it stood did not 
afford sufficient security for an advance 
in aid of purchase, might make that 
advance on the tenant finding additional 
security. As the evicted tenant was 
entirely at the mercy of the landlord, 





{COMMONS} (Jreland) Amendment Bill. 1540 


and unable to make a free bargain, and 
as the only protection of the tenant was 
a check on the discretion of the Land 
Commission to make advances, he thought 
Sub-section 3 was a cruel provision. 
That was a most absurd enactment. 
What he wanted to particularly impress 
upon the right hon. Gentleman was, 
that the subsection worked not only 
against the evicted tenant, but also 
against the security of the State, because 
the State, after all, would ultimately 
have to look for the repayment of the 
advance to the tenant. What would be 
the end of it all? The men would not 
be able to live on the land, unless they 
were treated with some amount of 
mercy. He hoped that between now 
and to-morrow night, the right hon. 
Gentleman would consider the possibility 
of either amending the clase in the 
direction of the Land Bill of this year, 
or of striking out Sub-section 3. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY said, he did not wish to discuss 
the merits of the Bill or of Sub-section 
3 of Clause 13. He would only remind 
the hon. gentleman that the Sub-section 
was put in the original clause at the 
request of the hon. Member for Kerry,and 
acceded to by him (Mr. Balfour), who 
was responsible for the Bill. He had an 
appeal to make to hon. Members. 
They had been kept sitting —{ Mr. 
Ditton: “TI do not mean to divide ”|— 
much longer than they anticipated they 
would be required to sit, chiefly by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. He hoped hon. 
Members would not ask them to sit any 
longer upon a Bill which was introduced 
to please them, but would now assent to 
the second reading. 

Mr. FLYNN had no desire to oppose 
the Bill, on the contrary he should be 
glad to see it passed, but he was not 
sanguine it would do any good unless 
it was modified as his hon. Friend 
suggested. 


Motion put and agreed to. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER, in  pur- 
suance of the Order of the House of 
the 19th August, adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


House adjourned at half after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 3rd September 1895. 





The House met at Three of the Clock. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN THE 
PROVINCES (CONTRIBUTIONS IN 
LIEU OF LOCAL RATES.) 

Return [presented 2nd September] to 

be printed. [No. 454.] 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (COUNTY 
OF LONDON.) 
Return [presented 2nd September] to 
be printed. [No. 455.] 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT (SENTENCES). 


Return [presented 2nd September] to 
be printed. [No. 456.] 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) ACTS. 

Copy presented,—of Rules made by 
the Treasury under The Purchase of 
Land (Ireland) Act, 1891 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No 457.] 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Copy. presented,—of Report, by the 
Board of Trade, respecting the Proceed- 
ings of the Board of Trade, under the 
Railway Regulation Act, 1893, 56 and 
57 Vic., c. 29, during the year ended 
27th July 1895 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 458.] 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES. 

Return presented,—relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd September ; Sir Albert 
Rollit] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 459.] 


CLOSURE OF DEBATE (STANDING 
ORDER No. 25). 


Return relative thereto [ordered 2nd 
September; Mr. 7’. W. Russell] ; to be 
printed. [No. 461.] 
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COAL PRODUCTION (NUMBER OF 
PERSONS EMPLOYED). 


Copy ordered, 


‘‘Of Statement showing the Production and 
Consumption of Coal, and the Number of 
Persons employed in Coal Production in the 
principal Countries of the World in each year 
from 1883 to 1894, as far as the particulars can 
be stated.’’— (Mr Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 462.] 


LAND REGISTRY OFFICE. 
Returns ordered, 


“Of the work done in the Land Registry 
under the various Acts hereinafter mentioned, 
namely :— 


1. Under the Land Transfer Act, 1875 (‘ Lord 
Cairns’ Act ’) :-— 

(a) The number, value, and acreage (where 
known) of estates the titles to which 
were annually registered, on first registra- 
tion, from the Ist day of January, 1882 
to the 3lst day of December, 1894, dis- 
tinguishing the period before and after 
the Rules of 1889, and showing the 
numbers of estates registered with abso- 
lute, qualified, and possessory title, and 
leaseholds, and also the number of estates 
registered under The Small Holdings 
Act, 1892; 

(b) The total number of separate titles on 
the register on the 3lst day of December 
1894 (i.) by first registration, (ii.) b 
subdivision of estates already riskteeed, 
and (iii.) by transfer from the 1862 
register. 


2. Under The Land Registry Act, 1862 
(Lord Westbury’s Act) :— 

(a) The total number, value, and acreage 
(where known) of estates the titles to 
which were registered on first registra- 
tion ; 

(b) The total number of separate titles on 
the register on the 3lst day of December, 
1894 (i.) by first registration, and (ii.) by 
subdivision of estates already registered ; 

(c) The total number of separate titles 
which had been removed from the register 
on the 31st day of December, 1894 other- 
wise than by transfer to the 1875 register. 


3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and 1862 :— 


(a) The total number and value (where 
known) of separate titles on the register 
on the 3lst day of December, 1894 ; 


(b) The total number and value (where 
known) of transactions annually regis- 
tered from the Ist day of January, 1889 
to the 3lst day of December, 1894, show- 
ing the numbers of (i.) first registrations 
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under the Act of 1875, (ii.) conveyances, 
transfers, and transmissions of land, (iii.) 
mortgages, charges, further charges, and 
transfers of mortgages and charges, (iv.) 
reconveyances of mortgages and cessa- 
tions of charges, (v.) leases and sur- 
renders of leases, (vi.) miscellaneous ; 


(c) A general statement as to the work of 
the Mapping Department since its estab- 
lishment in the office in February, 1889. 


4. Under the Mortgage Debenture Acts, 1865 
and 1870, and The Improvement of 
Land Act, 1864 :— 


A Statement, so far as may be practicable, 
of the nature and amount of the work 
done under these Acts during the last ten 
years. 


5. Under The Land Charges Registration and 
Searches Act, 1888 :-— 


The number of registrations, official 
searches, and ordinary searches annually 
made down to the 3lst day of December, 
1894. 


6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, 
and The Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) 
Act, 1891 :— 


The number of registrations and searches 
annually made from the Ist day of 
January 1892 to the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber, 1894.” 


“And, a Return, in continuation of the 
Return No. 334, of the year 1882, showing the 
amount of fees received each year, and the 
amount of salaries and expenses each year in 
the Land Registry from the Ist day of April, 
1881 tothe 41st day of March, 1895.’’—/Mr. 
Hanbury.) 


Returns presented accordingly ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 463.] 


QUESTIONS. 





MINISTERS AND DIRECTORSHIPS. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn, 
Regis): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he can now state 
how many of the 60 directorships and 
trusteeships of public companies recently 
held by 24 Members of Her Majesty’s 
Government have been resigned by their 
holders, and how many are still retained 
by them ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I have no information at my 
disposal which will enable me to answer 
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my hon. Friend, nor doI know that any 
estimate could be arrived at unless [ 
sent round a series of questions to my 
colleagues. [Laughter. | 


CARNARVON COUNTY COURT. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, whether he will state 
what is the number of plaints issued 
last year in the Carnarvon County Court 
in actions against defendants residing in 
the parishes of Llanllyfni, Llandwrog, 
and Clynnog, and from the Portmadoc 
Court, in actions against defendants re- 
siding at Dolbenmaen. 

Tue SECRETARY To tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
The numbersin questionare :—-Llanllyfni, 
237 ; Lilandwrog, 219; Clynneg, 30; 
Dolbenmaen, 3. By the last named the 
hon. Member is understood to mean the 
ancient and smaller area so designated. 


RAILWAY RATES. 

Mr. W. E. M. TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to a case brought before 
the Board under the conciliation clause, 
s. 31 of the Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act, 1888, and lodged with the Board 
as long ago as the 23rd of April last, in 
which a trader complained that the 
Great Western and London and South 
Western Railway Companies were un- 
duly prejudicing him in respect to certain 
rates charged by them, and in which 
those Companies have hitherto neglected 
to reply to the communications of the 
Board of Trade ; whether there are any 
circumstances justifying the delay in 
this case ; whether there have been other 
cases under the Conciliation Clause of 
undue delay on the part of Railway 
Companies in replying to communica- 
tions of the Board; and whether he 
intends to take any step with the view 
of securing more prompt attention on 
the part of Railway Companies to the 
communications of the Board of Trade 
in such cases ? 

THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnie, Croy- 
don): Yes, Sir, I am aware of the 
facts of this case, and can only say that 
the Board of Trade have frequently 
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pressed the Great Western and the 
London and South Western Railway 
Companies for a reply to the complaint. 
The Great Western Railway are prin- 
cipally interested, and I understand that 
the delay is caused by certain corre- 
spondence which has been passing 
between that Company and the Corpora- 
tion of Weymouth. The Board of Trade 
have sometimes difficulty in obtaining 
such prompt replies to complaints under 
Section 31 as they could desire, but the 
Board cannot generally attribute this to 
an intention on the part of the Com- 
panies to delay the proceedings. From 
the nature of the complaint, involving 
in many cases several Companies and a 
large number of rates, the correspondence 
must be lengthy, particularly as between 
the Companies who desire to consult 
together and act in accord. I can only 
assure my hon. Friend that the Board 
of Trade will carefully watch the pro- 
gress of the cases, and press the Com- 
panies for prompt replies. 


MILITARY PENSIONS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War, whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that on 25th 
September, 1859, John Hynes enlisted 
in the 67th Regiment of Infantry, and 
whilst serving took part in the military 
operations in the south of China, being 
present with his regiment at five engage- 
ments, in the last of which he was 
wounded, and his eyesight almost en- 
tirely destroyed, in consequence of which, 
after a service of 9 years and 210 days, 
he was discharged on a pension of 6d. a 
day ; will he inquire on what grounds, 
after the lapse of two years and three 
months, this pension was suddenly 
stopped, and no further pension since 
paid to him ; and, whether the Secretary 
of State for War will consider the ad- 
visability of restoring this man’s pension 
as a reward for his good conduct and 
bravery ? 

Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powe t- 
Wituiams, Birmingham, S.): John 
Hynes was discharged from the 67th 
Foot in 1869, after less than 10 years’ 
service, in consequence of defective 
vision, which the medical authorities 


certified to have been a natural defect 
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existing prior to enlistment. He had 
never been wounded, and was not in 
possession of any medal or clasp. The 
Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital 
granted him a pension of 6d. a day for 
27 months; and in 1871 they refused 
an application for its renewal. Hynes’ 
service does not entitle him to any 
further pension. 

Sir HENRY HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham, 8.E.): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Alexander Nelson, formerly 
a soldier in the 75th Regiment, who 
took his discharge in China in 1881, 
under a Royal Warrant granting him a 
free discharge and a deferred pension 
after 55 years of age, and has since been 
deprived of the pension on the plea that 
there was a mistake in the wording of 
the Royal Warrant; and whether, if 
these facts prove to be so, he will give 
instructions that faith be kept with this 
soldier by granting him the deferred 
pension to which he is justly entitled, 
and of which he has been admittedly 
deprived by the error of some War Office 
official, for which he is in no way re- 
sponsible ? 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Alex- 
ander Nelson was discharged from the 
75th Foot on the 2nd September, 1871 
(not 1881 as in the question), with a 
total service of 12 years and 53 days on 
his limited engagement. He is not en- 
titled to a deferred pension, as the Royal 
Warrant requires a minimum service of 
14 years. There was no mistake in the 
Royal Warrant ; and the Commissioners 
of Chelsea Hospital have no power to 
grant Nelson a deferred pension. 


Training. 


MILITIA TRAINING. 

Mr. R. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, whether his attention has been 
called to the case of William Brennan, 
of Heyside, in the Parliamentary borough 
of Oldham, who was awarded a war 
medal for services rendered in 1878, 
1879, and 1880, in the Afghan Cam- 
paign, and who was tried by court- 
martial at York in May last, and sen- 
tenced to ten days’ imprisonment with 
hard labour for absence from training 
of the 4th battalion of the West York- 
shire Regiment of Militia ; and whether 
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he will cause inquiries to be made with a 
view to removing the stigma of desertion 
from Brennan’s name, and to grant him 
such further satisfaction as the facts 
may justify, and, with a view to the 
adoption of some new method by which 
the Militia may be called up for training, 
if the existing method should prove on 
inquiry to be insufficient or unsatis- 
factory ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The Secretary of 
State’s attention has been drawn to the 
case of William Brennan. He was tried 
and convicted of the minor offence of 
absence without leave, and no stigma of 
desertion attaches to him. The usual 
notice of training was sent to Brennan’s 
address by post, and was not returned 
through the Post Office, but Brennan 
states that he did not receive it. In 
addition, the usual notices required by 
Regulation were posted throughout the 
county or area to which his battalion 
belonged, and the Militia Act of 1882 
provides that such publication shall be 
sufficient ‘‘ notwithstanding that a copy 
of such notice is not served” upon the 
militiaman. Even if it be assumed 
that he did not wilfully absent himself, 
as he was convicted by a competent 
tribunal, and has no stigma attaching to 
him, the Secretary of State does not see 
what further satisfaction can be given to 
him. The Secretary of State will con- 
sider whether any improvement can be 
effected in the mode of calling up the 
militia for training. 


Customs in 


CLONAKILTY POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN (Limerick, 
W.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
the Southern Division of Cork County 
Mr. E. Barry, I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can ex- 
plain why Clonakilty does not enjoy the 
same mail advantages as the other towns 
in South and West Cork ; and what 
steps, if any, will be taken to place 
Clonakilty on a level with the neighbour- 
ing towns in the matter of postal accom- 
modation 4 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General regrets that it is not practicable 
to improve the present postal service of 
Clonakilty. It is on a branch line of 


Mr. R. Ascroft. 


{COMMONS} 
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railway, and has a good night mail 
service by car to and from Bandon, and 
a day mail service by railway. 


CUSTOMS IN LIVERPOOL. 


Sir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state, in regard to the extra men 
employed by Her Majesty’s Customs in 
Liverpool, what is the average pay 
earned per day at the present time, and 
what are the average hours per day of 
employment per man; what is the 
longest period of consecutive hours on 
which an extra man has been employed 
on duty in the port of Liverpool during 
the present year, and what wages did he 
earn for the task ; and whether he has 
had any specific grievances of these extra 
men brought to his notice; and, if so, 
will they be carefully considered 1 


*Mr. HANBURY: The average pay 

earned per day by the extra Officers of 
Customs at Liverpool, in a recent and 
fairly representative week, was 2s. 10d. 
per day including overtime, or 2s. 6d. 
per day excluding overtime, and the 
average hours of employment per man 
per day for the same period were 
74 hours with overtime, or 64 hours 
without overtime. The longest period 
of consecutive hours on which an extra 
officer has been employed on duty in the 
port of Liverpool during the present 
year is reported to have occurred on the 
13th-14th June, on which days, from 
entirely exceptional circumstances, a con- 
secutive attendance of 32 hours was 
given by one man—the total wages 
earned, inclusive of overtime, for this 
prolonged attendance being returned at 
16s. 8d. He was in charge of a lighter 
which ought to have sailed from Liver- 
pool at 5 p.m., but was detained there 
by the merchants till four the next 
morning. His duty during the night 
would not have been such as to 
prevent his getting a night’s rest. 
Measures have been taken, however, for 
preventing the recurrence of similar 
lengthened attendances. The specific 
grievances of these extra officers have 
recently been under the consideration of 
the Board of Customs, but they have not 
made them the subject of representa- 
tions to the Treasury. 
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FORTH AND CLYDE CANAL. | 
Mr. J. M‘KILLOP (Stirlingshire) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board! 
of Trade whether it has been brought to 
his notice that lock-keepers on the 
Forth and Clyde Canal, running partly. 
through Stirlingshire, and belonging to 
a railway company, have a single work- 
ing shift extending from 5 a.m. to. 
10 p.m., with no set time for meals, and 
have the further possibility of disturbed 
duty during the remaining hours of the 
night ; and whether the Board of Trade | 
possesses any power to see that these 
hours of labour are reduced ; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps in that direc- 
tion ? 
Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, the Board 
of Trade cannot interfere with the hours 
of labour of these men. 


LAGOS PROTECTORATE. 

Mr. R. MCKENNA (Monmouth, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether, during the time 
he has held office, his attention has been 
called to the conditions under which a 
monopoly of the indiarubber trade in a 
large district of the Protectorate of 
Lagos has been granted to the firm of 
Messrs. Swanzy ; and, if so, would he 
state what these conditions are ? 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. JosepH Cuam- 
BERLAIN, Birmingham, W.) said, I have 
heard that such a monopoly has been 
granted for a limited number of years 
by one of the Native Chiefs in the Pro- 
tectorate but I have no official informa- 
tion on the subject, and have not heard 
what are the conditions of this conces- 
sion. I am informed, however, by Mr. 
Swanzy that the statement that the 
indiarubber is paid for by liquor has no 
foundation. 

Mr. McKENNA : Is the right hon. 
gentleman aware that the indiarubber 
is paid for in bills of exchange and not 
in cash ? 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
No, Sir, I am assured by Mr. Swanzy it 
is paid for in cash. 

*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): The right hon. Gentleman says 
the monopoly is granted by one of the 
Native Chiefs of the Protectorate. Does 
it come before the Government of the 
Protectorate 1 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN: No. 


{3 SzpremBer 1895} 
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‘CITY OF MECCA”? AND “INSULANO ” 
COLLISION. 


Mr. J. HOZIER (Lanark, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the attention of 
Her Majesty’s Government has recently 
been called to the questions arising out 
‘of the collision, in 1875, between the 
| British s.s. City of Mecca and the Portu- 
guese s.s. Jnsulanv; and whether pro- 
tection can be given to Messrs. George 
Smith & Sons, of Glasgow (the owners of 
the City of Mecca), against the extortions 
to which they are, even now, subjected 
if their vessels, or vessels with which 
they are in any way connected, or are 
supposed to be connected, touch at 
Portuguese or French ports ? 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Gerorce Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport): Yes, Sir, my attention 
has been called to the case in ques- 
tion. I have made careful inquiry 
into it, and have seen some of the per- 
sons concerned. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have frequently expressed their 
strong dissent from the judgments of 
the Portuguese Law Courts; but, in 
view of the fact that the appeal to the 
highest Tribunal in that country has 
been unsuccessful, and of the failure of 
all diplomatic representations, they can 
see no grounds for hoping that further 
steps would have the desired effect. 
Concerning the case of Messrs. George 
Smith’s vessels in French ports, the 
judgment of the Portuguese Courts was 
upheld upon examination both as to law 
and fact by the Court at Rouen, and the 
judgment of the latter was re-aflirmed 
by the French Court of Cassation. Un- 
der these circumstances, Her Majesty’s 
Government are of opinion that diplo- 
matic representation would be of no 
avail. 


ORDNANCE STORE DEPARTMENT. 

Masor DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War, whether, under the 
proposed new Warrant for the re- 
organisation of the Ordnance Store 
Department, those officers who have 
completed, or are just completing ten 
years’ service, will be allowed to continue 
in the Department; and, if so, whether 
under the terms of the Warrant of 1880, 
if the prospects of promotion under the 
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new scheme are bad, any brevets will 
be given; and, when is the Warrant 
likely to be promulgated; if not for 
some time, can any announcement be 
made which will tend to relieve the 
uncertainty under which the unfortunate 
officers of this Department have been 
living for some months ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : Those officers who 
have completed ten years’ service in the 
Ordnance Store Department, and those 
also who may complete ten years before 
the new Warrant shall be promulgated, 
and may be selected for permanent 
retention, will remain under the terms 
of the Royal Warrant of 1880. It is 
not anticipated that promotion will be 
affected. The details of the Warrant 
are still under consideration, and I 
cannot yet say when it will be issued. 
It has already been stated that the 
necessary changes will be carried out 
with every consideration for the claims 
of existing officers. 


Keng 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER( Belfast, W) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether he will add to 
the information furnished to the hon. 
Member for Canterbury with respect 
to the Salary of the Governor of South 
Australia, a statement showing the terms 
on which the Crown Lands of the 
Colony were handed over to the Colonial 
Government, and the revenue at present 
derived from the said lands ? 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
When the Colony assumed complete re- 
sponsibility for its administration and 
government it was at the same time 
granted complete control over all the 
sources of revenue, which would include 
the Crown lands. The land revenue for 
1892-3, the latest available, was, ex- 
clusive of land sales, about £175,000. 
The sales represented £53,000 more. 


ALLOTMENTS AND SMALL HOLDINGS. 

Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, whether the 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
C. 6,144, showing the number of allot- 
ments and small holdings in the year 
1890, is in progress, and when it is likely 
to be completed ? 


Major Dalbiac. 


{COMMONS} 
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THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Watrer 
Lona, Liverpool, West Derby): A sum 
of £3,000 has been provided in the 
Estimates for the current year for the 
purposes of the Return to which my hon. 
Friend refers, and the necessary infor- 
mation is now in process of collection. 
I am afraid it is too early for me to 
name a date for the completion of the 
work, which is one of considerable 
magnitude, but I shall be glad to do 
whatever is in my power to expedite 
its issue. a 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. M‘KILLOP: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, 
whether he will communicate with the 
Caledonian Railway Company, as owners 
of the Forth and Clyde Canal, with 
reference to the Bonnybridge pend or 
tunnel under that canal, which is not 
only unsuitable for the traffic which it 
has to bear but is dangerous to public 
safety ; and, whether he will press the 
Company to remedy the existing defects 
in order to satisfy the requirements of 
the locality ¢ 

Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
have already been in communication 
with the Caledonian Railway Company 
on the subject, but without success. I 
will see, however, if anything can be 
done to bring about an arrangement 
between that Company and the Stirling 
County Council. 


UPPER NILE WATERWAY. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have any reliable information, 
official or non-official, as to the present 
position of the French and Belgian 
forces with regard to the Upper Nile 
waterway ? 

*Mr. CURZON : No, Sir, we have no 
reliable information. 


KENG CHENG. 

*Sir ELLISASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether Sir F. 
Fryer, Chief Commissioner of Burmah, 
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formally promised the Shan chiefs as- 
sembled at Mong Sing in May last, that 
the district of Khiang Kheng was British 
territory, and would always remain so ; 
and, whether Her Majesty’s Government 
intend to adhere to that pledge? 

*Mr. CURZON : At a Durbar held by 
the Chief Commissioner of Burmah at 
Taunggyi (not Mong Sing, as stated by 
the hon. Member), the head-quarters of 
the Southern Shan States, on the 
7th May, 1895, Sir F. Fryer said :— 


‘‘Tt had been our intention to give Keng 
Cheng to Siam, but the arrangement was never 
completed, and Keng Cheng, like Keng Tung, 
remains an integral part of the British Empire.” 


With regard to the hon. Member's 
further inquiry, I would invite attention 
to the announcement made by the Prime 
Minister in the House of Lords on the 
30th of August. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I would 
ask the hon. Gentleman, the Under 
Secretary, whether the Papers he has 
quoted from will be presented to the 
House; and, if not, whether he will 
lay them on the Table? 


*Mr. CURZON : I have quoted from 
no Papers. I have quoted from a speech 
made by the Commissioner of Burmah. 
The question whether that speech will be 
laid on the Table or not is a matter for 
the consideration of the Department of 
the Secretary of State for India. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman be good 
enough to state whether the place where 
the meeting was held is in the State of 
Keng Cheng? I do not understand the 
speech of the Prime Minister, so far as 
I remember it, to directly endorse the 
view put forward by the Chief Commis- 
sioner of Burmah, and I would like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether the 
speech did contain an assurance equiva- 
lent to that given to these chiefs by the 
Chief Commissioner of Burmah 1 


*Mr. CURZON : As regards Taunggyi, | 


it is not in Keng Cheng, either on this 
or the other side of the Mekong. With 
regard to the speech of Lord Salisbury, 
I am afraid I can add nothing to its 
interpretation, which, I think, will be 
sufficiently clear to everybody. 


{3 SepremBeR 1895} 
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EXECUTION OF MR. STOKES. 

*Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Government have yet received 
an authoritative report of the proceedings 
connected with the execution of the 
English trader Stokes on the Upper 
Congo; what was the nature of the 
charges against Stokes; whether he was 
tried by a court-martial upon which two 
Belgian commissioned officers declined to 
serve, their places being supplied by non- 
commissioned officers; and, whether a 
Belgian officer present protested against 
the execution of Stokes, and declined to 
go further with Major Lothaire’s ex- 
pedition ? 

*Mr. CURZON: The documents, which 
are of a somewhat voluminous nature, 
were only received yesterday. Until 
they have been thoroughly examined, it 
is impossible to give an answer to the 
three last paragraphs of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question. 

*Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT : 
Can the hon. Member hold out any hope 
of giving the House any information on 
these points before its rising this week ? 

*Mr. CURZON : I am afraid it may 
be difficult to do so. It will take some 
little time to examine the papers and 
put them into print. Probably they 
must go to the Secretary of State, who 
is abroad, before I can make any an- 
nouncement upon them. 


COMPANIES ACTS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
whether he can explain why, in the 
Report presented to this House of the 
Departmental Committee to inquire into 
the Joint Stock Companies Acts, the 
evidence of some witnesses is given and 
that of others omitted; and, whether 
there is any, and, if so, what objection 
to laying upon the Table the minutes of 
the proceedings and of the evidence of all 
the witnesses examined, who, according 
to the Report, were not a large number ? 

Mr. RITCHIE : The Appendix to the 
Report contains all evidence taken by 
the Committee. It is not proposed to 
lay on the Table the minutes of pro- 
ceedings, as this is not usual in the case 
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of Departmental Committees. Moreover, | rejected, and fresh tenders invited for 
the discussions of the Committee were, | the 28th instant, which will curtail the 
to a large extent, of an informal| dimensions of the structure ; and, can 
character. |the Board of Works be empowered to 
‘select a builder from the specifications 

ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. tendered for on Ist August, and the 


Mr. T. LOUGH (Islington, W.): z| building of a much-required office com- 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | menced at once ? 
for War, whether it is the fact that a} *Mr. HANBURY: The building of 

| g 

surgeon-major general is now performing, | the new post office at Portadown will 
is ee to his WW, oes _ — | be proceeded with as soon as a tender 
also o e senior War ce Clerk a : : 
the medical division of the War Office | °F the woek, hae boom soonplet; om 


while the latter is on leave of absence ; | that, it is hoped, will be towards the 


whether an officer of major general’s | end of the present month. : The tenders 
rank has ever, in any other branch of | already received were all too high, and 
the War Office, performed the duties of ait is not desirable to adopt any of them 


War Office Clerk ; and, why the next! as suggested. Rent has, of course, been 





senior clerk at the medical division is 
not, as is always the custom, nominated 
for the duties of the official in higher | 
rank of his own service absent on leave ? | 

Mr. BRODRICK: The senior Civil | 
Service clerk of the Army Medical De-| 
partment was recently obliged, on| 
medical grounds, to take short leave of 
absence, and during the few days he was 
absent, one of the Medical Staff exer- 
cised a general supervision over the duties 
performed by the subordinate clerks. 
The next senior clerk who ordinarily 
would have taken over the duty was, at 
the time, on the sick list, and about to 
retire from the service. It is impossible 
to say whether such conditions ever 
occurred before, but the mode of meeting 
the difficulty on this occasion was con- 
sidered to best meet the requirements of 
the service under very exceptional con- 
ditions. 


PORTADOWN POST OFFICE. 


Mr. P. C. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, what is now delaying the 
building of the new post office at Porta- 
down; whether the Crown are under 
rent for building site of same for the 
past couple of years, and that promises 
have been repeatedly made, in reply to 
previous questions on the subject by the 
Members for North Armagh and South 
Tyrone and others, that building would 
have commenced long ago; why were 
the builders’ tenders of Ist August 





Mr. Ritchie. 


paid for the site since it passed to the 
Post Office, more than a year ago; but 
the amount (£20 a year) is trifling. 


LOSS OF THE STEAMSHIP 
‘“*SEAFORD.” 


Mr. J. CUMMING MACDONA 
(Southwark, Rotherhithe): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether, in view of the courage 
and judgment recently exhibited by 
Captain Sharp, in charge of the s.s. 
Seaford, when in collision with the 
French s.s. Lyon, he can, on behalf of 
the Board of ‘Trade, give some special 
recognition, by issuing a gold medal as 
a “Mercantile Marine Medal,” to be 
awarded to marine officers who dis- 
tinguish themselves on special emer. 
gencies, such as in the case of Captain 
Sharp ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: As an Official In- 
quiry has been ordered into the circum- 
stances of the collision to which the hon. 
Member refers, it would, I think, be 
premature for me to consider the grant 
of any reward in connection with the 
case until after the result of that Inquiry 
is known. I may say, however, that, 
although Captain Sharp’s conduct after 
the collision was highly praiseworthy, 
as undoubtedly was the conduct of the 
crew, and especially of the men who, at 
great risk to themselves, closed the bulk 
head doors of the Seaford, the case is 
not quite of the class for which rewards 
are usually given. 





1H 


of 
ai) 


by 


he 
of 
ial 
as 


be 


ar 
in 





1557 Armenia. 


RIFLE RANGES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. D. MACALEESE (Monaghan, 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War, if the unsuitability of the 
Rossmore site for a Rifle Range consists 
in a slight natural surface-depression of 
the ground, which might be remedied by 
a comparatively small outlay of money ; 
and, if the Military Authorities will, 
before finally deciding against the adop- 
tion of this site for a Range, take into 
consideration the advantages possessed 
by Monaghan both as to its situation 
and climate ? 

Mr.BRODRICK: Referenceto Ireland 
is necessary as to these details, but full 
consideration will be given to the advan- 
tages of Monaghan before any change is 
made. 


SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 

Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, with regard to the fact that, in 
reply to a memorial forwarded in De- 
cember last by the Ridley clerks of the 
Second Division, the Treasury urge that, 
in addition to the present amount of 
annual leave granted to these clerks, 
they are absent from their official duties 
on Christmas Day, Good Friday, the 
Queen’s birthday, the four Bank Holi- 
days, and half-days on alternate Satur- 
days, and 52 Sundays, will he state 
whether these are exceptional advan- 
tages enjoyed by this particular body 
only, or whether they are general to the 
whole Service ? 

*Mr. HANBURY: The additional 
holidays referred to in the question are 
not exceptional advantages of the Second 
Division, but are enjoyed by many other 
classes of the Civil Service, if the state 
of public business permits. 

*Sirn ANDREW SCOBLE (Hackney, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury—(1) whether a large pro- 
portion of the Ridley Clerks of the 
Second Division commenced their official 
career as boy clerks under the Playfair 
Regulation ; (2) whether the Treasury 
offered special facilities to these boy 
clerks in the examination for the Second 
Division, and thereby recognised their 
claim to promotion to that grade; and 
(3) whether those Ridley Clerks, who 
entered as boy clerks with a view to 
obtaining these special facilities, and 
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thereby entering the Second Division at 
an initial salary of £95 per annum, have 
been prejudiced by subsequent alterations 
in the regulations ? 

Mr. HANBURY: The answer to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
As regards the second paragraph, the 
Treasury have offered special facilities 
to boy clerks in the examination for the 
Second Division by reserving a certain 
number of vacancies to be competed for 
by them, but they do not recognise any 
claim on their part to promotion to that 
grade. Ridley Clerks who passed from 
being boy clerks into the Second 
Division receive a lower initial salary 
than under the old Playfair scale, but, 
taking their service as a whole, their 
position is very greatly improved by the 
change. 


CUSTOMS REQUIREMENTS AT NEW 
YORK. 


Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs—(1) whether his attention has 
been called to the difficulties which ship- 
pers of goods to America experience in 
satisfying the Customs authorities at New 
York of the true value of the same ; and, 
(2) whether he will cause inquiries to be 
made with a view to ascertain why goods 
shipped to New York by Messrs. Henry 
Kay and Co., of Middleton, Lancashire, 
on the 5th of December, 1894, and 23rd 
January, 1895, were ccnfiscated and 
sold 4 

*Mr. CURZON : Cases of the nature 
of those mentioned in the first paragraph 
of the question have been brought to the 
notice of the Secretary of State. If 
Messrs. Kay and Co. have any informa- 
tion to give to the Foreign Office, in 
addition to that which has been privately 
furnished me by the hon. Member, I 
shall be glad to receive it, and inquiries 
will at once be made. 


ARMENIA. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have received any com- 
munication from the Turkish Govern- 
ment relative to the project of a new 
organisation for the provinces in Asia 
Minor inhabited by Armenians, suggested 
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by Russia, France, and England, in the 
joint note of 11th May last; whether 
that project has received any official 
support from Germany, Austria, or Italy ; 
whether Her Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to consult with the Governments of 
Germany, Austria, and Italy, or to arrive 
at any concert with those Governments 
before taking further proceedings in the 
matter ; whether they are now able either 
to lay any Papers upon the Table of this 
House, or to give information as to the 
present condition and prospects of the 
negotiations ; and, whether they will 
undertake that no action beyond diplo- 
matic representations or negotiations 
will be taken by themselves without 
Parliament being previously informed 
of the grounds on which such action is 
based ? 

*Mr. CURZON : Several communica- 
tions have been received from the 
Turkish Government, the general pur- 
port of which has been correctly stated 
in the Press. They cannot unfortunately 
be considered as satisfactory. The pro- 
ject has not received official support from 
the three Powers mentioned, but it is 
believed that they are in sympathy with 
it and that they have unofficially ad- 
vised the Porte to give it favourable 
consideration. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are not in a position to make any 
declaration as to the course which they 
may find it necessary to pursue, nor to 
give any undertaking of the character 
indicated in the concluding paragraph 
of the Question. Concerning Papers, I 
will answer in reply to a question lower 
down on the Paper. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he could 
say on what ground Her Majesty’s 
Government based their belief that 
Germany, Austria, and Italy were in 
sympathy with the project ? 

*Mr. CURZON said he would not 
have made the statement if he had not 
had information on which he could rely. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: will the 
right hon. Gentleman lay the infurmation 
on the table? 

*Mr. CURZON : No, Sir, certainly not. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government had been called 
to the statement of the Russian news- 
paper Novosti that the time had arrived 


Mr. Grbson Bowles. 


Armenia. 


{COMMONS} 





1560 


for the three Powers intervening on 
behalf of the Armenians to supplement 
their representations to the Porte by a 
united naval demonstration at the 
Dardanelles; and, whether Her Majesty’s 
Government had any intention of mak- 
ing or taking part in any such demon- 
stration ? 

*Mr. CURZON : The paper in question 
has no official character, and the atten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government had 
not been called to the statement referred 
to. No proposals of such a character 
have been made; but it would not be 
desirable in the public interest to make 
any announcement as to the course 
which may eventually be taken. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of. State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether the attention 
of Her Majesty’s Government has been 
called to the statement of the Russian 
newspaper JVovastie that the time has 
arrived for the three Powers intervening 
on behalf of the Armenians to supple- 
ment their representations to the Porte 
by a United Naval Demonstration at 
the Dardanelles; and, whether Her 
Majesty’s Government have any inten- 
tion of making or taking part in any 
such demonstration 4 

*Mr. CURZON : The paper in ques- 
tion has no official character, and the 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government 
had not been called to the statement 
referred to. No proposals of such a 
character have been made. But it 
would not be desirable in the public 
interest to make any announcement as 
to the course which may eventually be 
taken. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (York, W.R., 
Holmforth) : On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Northampton East, Mr. 


Armenia. 


F. A. Channing, I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether Her Ma- 


jesty’s Government have received con- 
firmation of the reported threatening 
attitude of Turkish troops in the neigh- 
bourhood of Erzinghian, in Armenia, 
and of acts of violence by those troops ; 
and, whether steps have been taken by 
representations to the Porte or by other 
means, to prevent the outrages and 
possible massacres apprehended by the 
Christian population ? 

*Mr. CURZON: Since the reply 
given to the hon. Member’s question on 
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the 29th ult., a telegram on the subject 
has been received from Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople. He 
reports, from information obtained 
through Her Majesty's Consul at 
Erzeroum, that about the 12th of 
August a Turkish Lieutenant Colonel was 
attacked and robbed near Kermakh, by 
unknown brigands, and that a sergeant 
of his escort was killed. The crime was 
attributed by the Turkish Authorities 
to Armenians, and they had despatched 
a large military force in pursuit, who 
were said to be plundering villages and 
monasteries, and committing various 
outrages. Several Armenians had been 
arrested in Erzinghian, and the leading 
members of the community there had 
appealed for protection to the Armenian 
Archbishop at Erzeroum. Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador at once made represen: 
tations to the Turkish Government, and 
has been informed by the Grand Vizier 
that orders have been telegraphed to 
Erzinghian for the release of the 
Armenians arrested on account of the 
incident. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for Northampton 
East, I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether the alleged difficulties in 
carrying out the distribution of the 
relief funds raised in England to meet 
the necessities of the distressed popula- 
tion of the Sassoun district have been 
overcome by the representations made to 
the Porte; and, whether any further 
steps will be taken to expedite the 
distribution of the relief at the earliest 
moment ? 

*Mr. CURZON: The latest reports 
received from Her Majesty’s Ambassador 
at Constantinople show that no diffi- 
culties are now being raised with regard 
to the distribution of relief in the Sassoun 
district, and that Mr. Hampson, 
British Vice-Consul at Moush, is acting 
in concert with the Turkish authorities. 
No requests or suggestions have been 
received from Mr. Hampson as to any 
further steps that can be taken in the 
matter. 

*Mr. A. D. PROVAND (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars): In the absence of Mr. 
C. E. Schwann, Manchester, N., 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether, in 
view of the Report of the Turkish 
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Commissioners who conducted the late 
inquiry into the massacres of last autumn 
in the Sassoun district of Armenia being 
published, Her Majesty's Government 
will publish the notes made and Reports 
handed in by the British representative 
who attended the sittings and examined 
witnesses both before and outside that 
Commission ? 


*Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s 
Government are cousulting the other 
Governments whose Delegates attended - 
the Commission as to the publication of 
their joint Report. Subject to this assent 
being given, the Report in question will 
be presented at the earliest possible date. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES inquired if 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
publish the joint Report of May 11, and 
if he would now reply to the question, 
whether Her Majesty’s Government 
proposed to consult the Governments of 
Germany, Austria, and Italy before 
taking further action ? 


*Mr. CURZON said, that he had 
already replied to the last question. He 
was not in a position to give a promise 
as to the publication of the Report. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
Government propose to consult the 
Governments of Germany, Austria, and 
Italy ? 


*Mr. CURZON : I thought I had made 
it clear that Her Majesty’s Government 
must have been in consultation with the 
other Governments, or else I could not 
have given my answer. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In con- 
sultation, but not in concert. 


WATERFORD AND LIMERICK RAILWAY. 


Mr. J. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Waterford, Mr. John Redmond, I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether he is aware that the 
employés of the Waterford and 
Limerick Railway are obliged to work 
over the statutable hours ; and, whether 
he will institute an inquiry into the 
matter ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: There are no 
statutable hours, but if the hon. Member 
is in a position to make a complaint in 
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writing on behalf of the men, indicating | 
the hours which are deemed to be 
excessive, I will cause inquiry to be 
made under the Railway Regulation 
Act, 1893. 


SUICIDES IN GAOL. 


Mr. H. C. F. LUTTRELL (Devon, 
Tavistock): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 
whether Charles Franklin, aged 18, who 
was undergoing a term of two months’ 
hard labour for having stolen a watch 
and chain, hanged himself in his cell at 
Wandsworth, on the 30th August, by 
means of a handkerchief attached to the 
crank wheel ; whether a similar case had 
occurred at Lewes Gaol; whether, on 
the inquest on Charles Franklin, the 
jury had recommended the removal 
from the cells of these labour machines ; 
and, whether, in view of such recom- 
mendation, and the report of the 
Departmental Committee on Prisons, 
1895, which recommended that me- 
chanical labour should wherever prac- 
ticable be discontinued, he will take 
steps to cause to be removed from cells 
those labour machines which have been 
described as unproductive, serving no 
useful purpose, and demoralising as well 
as dangerous ? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
MatrTHew Riptey, Lancashire, Black- 
pooi) : The suicide of Charles Franklin in 
Wandsworth Gaol was carried out by 
means of a bandage removed from an 
injured hand and fastened to the handle 
of the crank. No occurrence of the 
kind can be traced as having taken 
place in Lewes prison since it was taken 
over by the Government. The jury 
expressed the opinion that no blame 
attached to any of the prison officials, 
but that these labour machines should 
be removed from the cells. The re- 
commendation of the Prisons Committee 
was, that unproductive labour should, 
wherever practicable, be discontinued, 
and the Prisons Commissioners have had 
under their most careful consideration 
the question of substituting productive 
labour for these machines. Their 
suggestions will receive my immediate 
attention. 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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TRINIDAD JUDICIAL INQUIRY 
COMMITTEE, 


*Mr. B. L. COHEN (Islington, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he will print and 
circulate the Report of Sir William 
Markby and Sir William Pollock on the 
Trinidad Judicial Inquiry Commission, 
1892, which was laid upon the Table of 
this House in April, 1893 % 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
When the Report was laid on the Table 
the Under Secretary of State said that 
it was undesirable to incur the expense 
of printing so bulky a document, ex- 
tending to more than 800 pages. There 
seems to be no reason for departing from 
that decision. 

*Mr. COHEN did not think there was 
any copy of the document obtainable in 
the Library. Under these circumstances, 
could he have access toa copy ? 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN 
said he would take care the hon. Gen- 
tleman was able to see the document. 


CHARGE OF MURDER. 


Mr. J. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, will he 
explain why it was that, in the case of 
William Agnew, shoemaker, Glasgow, 
who was tried for murder at Glasgow on 
the 29th ultimo, and acquitted, the 
Crown refused permission to medical 
men, appointed by the prisoner, to be 
present at the post mortem examination 
of the deceased. ? 

*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
CuarLes Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrews Universities): This step was 
taken by my predecessor in office. I 
am informed, on inquiry, that Crown 
Counsel saw no reason in this particular 
case for consenting to the presence of 
two additional medical men. 

Mr. CALDWELL: Then, I beg to 
give notice that on the Second Reading 
of the Appropriation Bill I will call 
attention to the matter. 


WANT OF EMPLOYMENT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, when 
will the Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Select Committee on the Un- 
employed be printed and circulated ? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The Minutes of 
Evidence are quite ready for circulation, 
but the printers are waiting for two 
Appendix Papers, one from the Local 
Government Board, the other from Sir 
Henry C. Bannerman’s secretary. The 
Minutes will be circulated directly these 
two Papers arrive; but, if it was 
thought desirable to circulate the 
Minutes at once, and to issue the two 
Appendices as a Supplement, this could 
be easily done. 


MRS. MAYBRICK 

Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, whether he will 
consider the propriety of taking steps to 
cause a public inquiry to be held intc 
the case of Mrs. Maybrick, such inquiry 
to be presided over by a Judge of the 
High Court, and conducted under judi- 
cial forms, 

Sir MATTHEW RIDLEY: As I 
have already stated, I am about to give 
full and impartial consideration to the 
case of Mrs. Maybrick ; but I have no 
power to order such an inquiry as is 
suggested. 


EVICTION IN COUNTY LEITRIM. 

Mr. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland—(1) whether his attention 
has been called to the eviction of an old 
man, named Feargus Loughlin, living at 
a place called Stralongford, near Mohill, 
in the county Leitrim ; (2) is he aware 
that a number of policemen stood by 
protecting the sheriff and emergency- 
men in levelling, not alone the cabin, 
but the pigstye ; and (3) will he see that 
the Royal Irish Constabulary are not 
used for protecting men engaged in the 
demolition of property ? 

*Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Geratp Batrour, 
Leeds, Central): I am informed that 
this man was evicted on August 14 for 
non-payment of rent, and that the sub- 
sheriff, who carried out the eviction, was 
protected by a party of six policemen. 
I am also informed that there is no foun- 
dation for the allegation in the second 
paragraph of the question. The rule 
guiding the constabulary in such cases 
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was stated by my predecessor on Janu- 
ary 12,1894, when he pointed out that 
when the landlord, or his representative, 
on the completion of an eviction, pro- 
ceeds to burn or level a dwelling-house, 
the constabulary are instructed to with- 
draw from the scene and to refuse pro- 
tection to persons engaged in such demo- 
lition; but that if a serious breach of 
the peace be anticipated, it is the duty of 
the constabulary to have patrols in the 
vicinity to prevent any violence or out- 
rage, though not for any other purpose. 
This is the rule that has been pursued 
for many years, and which will continue 
to be acted upon. The police state that 
they afforded no protection in the pre- 
sent instance when the premises were 
being demolished, and that, in accordance 
with the usual practice, they withdrew 
immediately after the eviction had been 
carried out. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENT AT CROYDON. 

Mr. J. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, 
Brentford) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, whether his 
attention has been drawn to the accident 
at Croydon, to a train belonging to the 
London and Brighton Railway Com- 
pany; and, whether he has any powers 
which would enable him to insist upon 
the improvement of this Company’s 
railway carriages, with a view to the 
safety and less violent shaking than is 
now the lot of their passengers 4 

Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid I can- 
not do more than order an inquiry into 
the causes of the accident, and this has 
been done. The Board of Trade have 
no such powers as those suggested in the 
question. 


INDIAN OFFICERS. 

Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devon- 
port): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India, whether he will lay 
upon the Table of the House a copy of 
the original orders pursuant to which 
what is known as exchange compensation 
allowance has been granted to Indian 
officers, civil and military ; whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
statement of all sums disbursed and 
estimated under the head up to the 
present time ; whether he is aware that 
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such disbursements and estimates have 
been made avowedly for expenditure in 
England ; and, whether the cost of them 
will be borne in whole or in part by the 
British Treasury ? 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gerorce MHamitron, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The original orders, 
which were contained in a published 
Resolution of the Government of India, 
dated the 18th of August, 1893, will be 
given if the hon. Member will move for 
them. I may refer to page 216 of the 
Finance Accounts for 1893-4, and 
paragraphs 108 and 145 of the Financial 
Statement for 1895-6, both of which 
are on the Table of the House. The 
allowance is not given ‘“avowedly for 
expenditure in England,” but to enable 
officers to meet such expenditure if they 
think fit. No part of the cost will be 
borne by the British Treasury. 


HAWAII. 

Mr. LUTTRELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the British subject, 
Mr. William Henry Rickard, who was 
sentenced by the Hawaiian Government 
to 35 years’ imprisonment with hard 
labour and a fine of 10,000 dollars, for 
having as was alleged been concerned 
in a Royalist rebellion in favour of the 
deposed Queen, has received any reduc- 
tion of the sentence ; and, if not, whether 
the Government are taking steps with 
the object of jprevailing upon the 
Hawaiian Government to grant some 
mitigation of the sentence ? 

*Mr. CURZON: The sentence of 
35 years’ imprisonment passed upon 
Rickard was, on the 4th of July last, 
reduced to 20 years. It has been 
ascertained, however, that Rickard had, 
prior to the insurrection, divested him- 
self of his British nationality, and Her 
Majesty's Government have therefore no 
locus standi for interfering on his 
behalf. 


AGED POOR INQUIRY. 

Mr. LUTTRELL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, whether he 
can give any information as to what 
form the further investigation will take 
into the various proposals for making 
better provision for the aged poor ; and, 


Mr. E, J. C. Morton. 
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if by a form other than a Committee of 
this House, whether the investigation 
will be commenced before the beginning 
of next Session ? 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY :I cannot give any final statement 
on this subject to the hon. Gentleman, 
but I can tell him that the Inquiry will 
not be by a Committee of this House, 
but it will probably be departmental. 
If it is, I trust it may be in work before 
the next Session of Parliament. 


BERRIEW SCHOOL. 

Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he will undertake 
that the House shall have an opportunity 
in the next Session of Parliament of 
considering the Bill, which has just been 
withdrawn, for ensuring that the Scheme 
for the Berriew School shall be laid 
before both Houses of Parliament in the 
manner prescribed by law ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I have only to repeat what I said 
last night—namely, that it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to reintroduce 
this Bill next Session. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


Order read for the Second Reading of 
this bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) rose 
to call attention to the case of a shoe- 
maker, named William Agnew, who was 
tried for murder at Glasgow on the 29th 
ult., and acquitted, and complained that, 
notwithstanding thegravity of the charge, 
the Crown refused permission to medical 
men appointed by the prisoner to be 
present at the post-mortem examination 
of the deceased. The case, he said, was 
known to be one of circumstantial evi- 
dence, where it would be very material 
that there should be a post-mortem 
examination. Accordingly, the agent for 
the prisoner wrote to the Crown authori- 
ties asking that two eminent Glasgow 
medical men, whose names he furnished 











a 


1569 Consolidated Fund {3 Sepremper 1895} (Appropriation) Bill. 1570 


to the Procurator Fiscal, should be | continueto follow such a practice, because 
present at the post-mortem examination | they would not get a jury to convict if 
in the interests of theaccused. The Crown | there was a suspicion of unfairness. In 
authorities refused to grant this applica-| the case of Agnew, he was tried before 
tion, and the question he (Mr. Caldwell) | Lord Kingsbury, an eminently fair judge 
had addressed to the Lord Advocate that | (who declined, however, to take any notice 
afternoon was, on what ground such of the fact that medical witnesses were 
refusal was based? It turned out that | not present on behalf of the prisoner at 
the only link of evidence was a shoe-| the post-mortem examination)—and a 
maker’s punch found in the man’s pocket, | verdict of Not Proven was returned. 
which the medical men said fitted into| The medical faculty in Glasgow were 
the wound. The importance of the post-| unanimous in condemning this refusal 
mortem examination became apparent, | on the part of the Crown, and the legal 
and at the trial counsel referred to the | faculty were also opposed to the practice. 
fact that he had made application to the | He thought they were entitled to some 
Crown to have medical men present and | declaration from the Lord Advocate, 
had been refused. As showing the) that, as regarded the future policy of the 
manner in which the Crown Prosecutors | Crown Authorities, he would not refuse 
pressed prosecutions in Scotland, the|medical men the permission of being 
Crown Counsel admitted that the request present at a post-mortem examination, 
had been made and refused, and he, where the caso was one in which a person 
declined to allow any evidence to be | was on trial on a charge of murder. 
given on the point. He was surprised | This was the c.se of a poor shoemaker, but 
at such a procedure, for he always under- | that should make no difference in the 
stood the whole case went to trial, and| matter of law, as there was no more 


that it was not possible, by any simple ‘reason why he should be refused to have 


admission on any one point, to exclude|medical men to represent him at the 
any evidence competent to be brought | post-mortem examination than if he 
forward on the merits of the case. The| were a person in a higher grade of 
Crown authorities maintained the posi- | society. 

tion that the post-mortem examination! *THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Sir 
was conducted by the Crown with neutral |CHARLES Prarson, Edinburgh and St. 
medical men in the interests of the pri-| Andrew’s Universities) hoped it would 
soner as well as of the prosecution, and | content the hon. Member if he assured 
they did not consider that a prisoner was|him that his predecessor in office had 
entitled to have a special representative | commenced, and he himself was carrying 
in his own case. That contention was| forward an inquiry into the expediency 
obviously wrong, because, undoubtedly a| of introducing any modification into the 
prisoner was entitled to bring forward | long-established practice of the Crown 
medical evidence to rebut that of the | Office in such a case as that which the 
prosecution. It was essential to the|hon. Member had brought before the 
witnesses for the defence that they should | House. He said that without pro- 
have all the material necessary to formu-|nouncing one way or other as to the 
late their case, and have the advantage of | expediency of changing the practice of 
being present at the post-mortem examin-|many successive Lord Advocates in 
ation, when they might detect other| Scotland. The Crown Office, represented 
matters which might have escaped the|in this House by the Lord Advocate, 
notice of the most impartial witness for | had always held that it was within their 
the Crown. It was stated that the|discretion in each particular case to 
practice adopted in this case was the|allow the presence of outside medical 
practice followed in all similar cases.|men at the autopsy. The latter could 
What he wanted to know was whether/on application obtain an investigation 
the Crown meant to persevere with this|for themselves, but to allow outside 
barbaric system of refusing to allow| medical men to be present as a right 
medical men to be present at post-mortem |at a post-mortem examination by 
examinations in the interests of the|the doctors selected on behalf of the 
accused persons? He did not think it |Crown was a matter which raised very 
wise, in the interests of the Crown, to| difficult issues and was not to be decided 
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off-hand. It would amount to a vital 
change in the practice which had hither- 
to obtained. That, however, was one of 
the things which was being investigated. 
He did not think the hon. Member was 
accurate in saying that the medical pro- 
fession in Glasgow were unanimous on 
the subject; on the contrary, he was 
aware, from his own examination of the 
documents in the case, that certain mem- 
bers of that profession did not take the 
view indicated. He hoped the hon. 
Member would rest satisfied in the 
meantime with the assurance he had 
given. 

*Sirr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) called the attention 
of the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
to the character of the inquiry which he 
proposed to make into the maltreatment 
of the Woodbush tribes in the Transvaal. 
This question had excited very great 
interest throughout South Africa, and 
he himself had not the slightest doubt 
that ample proof would be forthcoming 
of the accuracy of the statements in 
regard to those atrocities which had been 
made in this country and in the inde- 
pendent press of South Africa. A great 
proportion of the press and almost all 
the agencies for news in South Africa 
were in certain hands. ‘hey were either 
in the hands of the ruling clique of the 
Transvaal, which was, of course, directed 
by President Kruger, or they were in 
those of one or two great millionaires, 
who lived partly in this country and 
partly in South Africa. The consequence 
was, that very little accurate information 
came to this country by telegraph. 
He should not have referred to this 
subject to-day, but for ridiculous mis- 
statements which had lately appeared in 
the Boer organs, notably in the South 
African Telegraph, as to his own action 
and that of others who took an interest 
in the well-being of the native races. 
Statements coming from those interested 
sources, either from President Kruger or 
from gentlemen anxious to stand well 
with the Kruger clique in order to obtain 
great concessions from them, did not de- 
serve the credit either of this House or 
the country. The information, however, 
which had come to hand from private 
sources of the most reliable nature, of 
the barbarous maltreatment inflicted 
upon large masses of native races by the 
Boer authorities, military and civil, was 


Lord Advocate. 
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too strong to be resisted. It was over- 
whelming. He had in his own possession 
letter upon letter written by gentlemen 
of good position in South Africa, who 
guaranteed the truth of what they had 
written, who had seen these things with 
their own eyes, who had seen these un- 
fortunate native tribes attacked without 
provocation and because they resented 
unjust exactions, who had seen the 
survivors driven hundreds of miles 
across a bleak country without proper 
food or protection under the whip 
of what were practically their slave- 
drivers, who had seen women falling 
and dying under the trials and exposure 
of the route, children —— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
am afraid the present remarks of the 
hon. Member are not relevant to the 
Appropriation Bill. 

*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
We have always hitherto been allowed 
to debate subjects on the Appropriation 
Bill which might have been discussed 
in Supply. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I was not object- 
ing to the hon. Member discussing the 
conduct of the Colonial Office with 
respect to these transactions ; what I do 
object to is the hon. Member going into 
a detailed description of the conduct of 
the Boers towards native tribes. 

*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said, this was a very important matter, in 
which the honour of England was con- 
cerned ; he had introduced the subject 
by referring to the inquiry that the 
Colonial Secretary had promised; but 
as the Speaker objected, he would not 
go further into these details. With 
regard to the investigation which the 
Secretary of State had promised to 
make into the truth of these state- 
ments, he would press on the right 
hon. Gentleman very strongly the im- 
portance of the investigation being of a 
thorough and independent character. It 
could not be said that our representa- 
tives in South Africa had of late given 
that full information to the Home 
Government which he ventured to think 
was desirable. He would not say where 
the fault lay, but even the right hon. 
Gentleman was obliged to tell him, in 
answer to a question about the very 
important petition signed by over 
30,000 non-Boer residents in the Trans- 
vaal asking for constitutional rights, 








= 


tl 


= = ww 


ry 
ver 


its 





1573 Consolidated Fund {3 Sepremper 1895} (Appropriation) Bill. 1574 


that he had no official information re- 
gardingit. Similar answers with regard 
to important interests of British subjects 
resident in the Transvaal had been 
given by the late Government. The 
first duty of their representative in the 

Transvaal should be to send home official 
information on such a grave matter. 
This investigation, if it was to be real, 
must be very carefully conducted, and it 
must be conducted by representatives of 
the Queen who were above suspicion, 
and who would visit the scenes of these 
atrocious events. They must obtain 
evidence from the witnesses direct, and 
promise them safeguards in return; 
otherwise, he feared, the investigation 
would prove abortive. He did not press 
the point which he raised in his ques- 
tion that day with regard to the pledge 
of Sir F. Fryer to the native chiefs of 
the Shan States. There was no doubt 
that Sir F. Fryer, the British Chief Com- 
missioner in Burmah, speaking with the 
authority a gentleman in his position 
would speak, promised these Shan chiefs 
that their country should be British and 
should always remain British. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Grorce Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport): I must intervene to remind 
the hon. Member that he gave an 
incorrect version in his question of 
the words used by Sir F. Fryer. I 
quoted the correct words, which do not 
justify the interpretation put upon them 
by my hon. Friend. 

*Sirrk E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
said, he was quite willing to accept the 
words given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He quoted from the only source 
open to him, namely, an important 
article in the Zimes. The words quoted 
by the right hon. Gentleman—viz., that 
were “an integral part of the British 
Empire ”—were, however, strong enough 
to prove that a distinct guarantee was 
given of the maintenance of British rule 
over these Shan tribes. He was aware this 
was a very difficult and delicate question, 
and it was quite evident from the reply 
of the right hon. Gentleman that he 
was not anxious to go into it at this 
moment. He could only express a hope 
that this case would not be added to the 
painfully long list of British pledges 
to native races which had been broken 
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within the last few years. Another ques- 
tion to which he wished to refer was the 
killing of three gallant British officers 
and a considerable number of British 
native troops at Weima, or Warina, in 
West Africa. Several questions had 
been asked in the House during the last 
18 months with regard to this very 
serious and unfortunate event. He 
would not say anything upon the ques- 
tion that could, he hoped, give offence 
to the great nation whose forces were 
responsible for the attack on the British 
troops ; but, in his opinion, from the 
very first, a most unfortunate line was 
taken by the Foreign Office with regard 
to this matter. It was said that this 
affair was to be a portion of the general 
settlement in Africa. Such an event as 
that could not in propriety be made a 
portion of a general settlement. It was 
an act which required immediate atten- 
tion and an immediate explanation. 
There was little doubt that Weima was 
regarded by the Foreign Office as within 
British territory before this unhappy 
attack was made. The late Government 
on many occasions retreated, in a very 
ignominious way, before the same Great 
Power that was responsible for this attack 
—with regard to Siam, Sierra Leone, the 
Anglo-Congo Convention, Madagascar, 
the Upper Nile Waterway, and other 
points. But of all the abandonments 
of which they had been guilty, the 
abandonment of this Weima incident 
was the most deplorable. He was 
not blaming the present Under Secre- 
tary. He recognised that the whole 
affair occurred under the preceding Gov- 
ernment ; and that the present Govern- 
ment could not justly be held responsible. 
But the right hon. Gentleman had just 
repeated the official answer that it would 
be necessary to send a large expedition 
to ascertain the exact geographical posi- 
tion of Weima. He ventured to think 
there was no real doubt about that, but 
that a navigating lieutenant, even of the 
merchant service, would in the course 
of a very few days settle the position 
of Weima, and that he would not require 
a large escort to do this. He wished 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman now 
whether Her Majesty’s Government pro- 
posed to take any steps to obtain some 
explanation of this very grave event, or 
whether it was intended to allow the 
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matter to drift on from month to month, 
and perhaps from year to year, without 
any satisfactory explanation being given. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said, he could not allow the Ap- 
priation Bill to pass without expressing 
some disappointment on the part of those 
who looked to the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs to inaugurate a new era 
in foreign policy. They expected many 
things of him. They had a perfect 
Foreign Minister, and in the right hon. 
Gentleman they had looked for a plu- 
perfect Under Secretary. He had been 
everywhere ; knew everything. He had 
read every book; he had re-written 
most of them and abstracted the rest ; 
and, consequently, they did expect 
many things from him. They thought 
of him in the words of Shakspere :— 


“Turn him to any cause of policy, 
The gordian knot of it he will unloose, 
Familiar as his garter.”’ 


But when they came to the House and 
humbly asked him to untie the knot in 
the form of a question, when they asked 
him for a little information, they could 
not get any at all. He was worse, and 
that was saying a good deal, than the 
last Under Secretary of State. There 
were extremely important matters being 
carried on, as to which this House was 
entitled to some information. Take the 
case of Turkey. He wanted to know 
whether Her Majesty’s Government were 
agreed, not merely with France and 
Russia, but with the other three Powers 
who were signatories to the treaty under 
which the action was being taken. He 
had asked, on more than one occasion, 
whether the Government had consulted 
or concerted with Austria, Germany, and 
Italy ; and, if they had been consulted, 
he wished to know what answer had 
been returned. Was it not the fact that 


they had been consistently and _per- | 


sistently snubbed by those Powers in 
the suicidal course they were now taking 
with regard to Turkey, and which was 
calculated to throw down one of the 
main barriers of their Indian Empire. 
They had a right to some answer to this 
question. The Joint Note of the 11th of 
May had been given to the Press, but it 
had not been laid on the Table of the 
House as, he submitted, it ought to have 
been. The House of Commons ought 
not to be left to the Press, either English 


Sir EB. Ashmead-Bartlett. 
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or foreign, to gain its information about 
foreign affairs. Hon. Members ought 
not to be treated as they had been by 
the right hon. Gentleman. Either the 
whole information should be given or he 
should withhold it all. They should 
either know the whole facts and the 
whole of the negotiations, or the Under 
Secretary should have entrenched him- 
self in the old position of the Foreign 
Office of giving them nothing. The 
attitude which had been taken up by 
the Under Secretary towards Members 
of that House, and towards the country 
was one that he could not persistently 
maintain to the end. The country would 
expect to have information as to their 
foreign affairs, and he warned the right 
hon. Gentleman that next “Session a 
good many Members of the House would 
not be content to take answers which 
were no answers, but were puttings-off, 
and with the suppression of important 
Papers on the policy which was to be 
carried into effect by the Government. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. JoszpH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.) : Probably it will 
be for the convenience of the House that 
I should reply to the matter raised by 
my hon. Friend (Sir E. Ashmead-Bart- 
lett) which concerns my Department, 
before the Under Secretary for State 
answers the hon. Member who has just 
paid to him a compliment, not only high 
in itself, but particularly gratifying, 
coming as it does from one who is un- 
doubtedly the most encyclopedic Mem- 
ber of this House. Turning to my hon. 
Friend, I admit I cannot quite understand 
what object he has in view in raising 
again the question of the alleged ill- 
treatment by’ the Boer Government of 
certain natives. What are the facts of 
the case? My hon. Friend on many 
occasions has made most serious, grave, 
and important charges of inhumanity 
and cruelty against the Boer Govern- 
ment, and has said that when I came 
into office I had proof of these charges. 

*Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT: 
No. The right hon. Gentleman has mis- 
understood me. I said he now has strong 
evidence of them. 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN: 
The hon. Gentleman said, in the course of 
his speech, that he was convinced that I 
must have proof of these allegations. 
I wish to say that that is undoubtedly 
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not the case. I have absolutely no 
proof at all, but, at the same time, the 
allegations in themselves were so serious 


that I at once promised my hon. Friend it is true, the conduct of the late Govern- 


that I would make the best, and most | 


complete and impartial inquiry it 
was possible under the circumstances. 


But the circumstances are not so easy, | 


because my hon. Friend made these ac- 
cusations either upon the testimony of 
the natives or of persons who refuse to 
allow their names to be used. It is ex- 
cessively difficult to make anything like 
an efficient inquiry when the witnesses 
will not come forward ; and, therefore, it 
will not be in my power to make the 
kind of inquiry I should like to 
have done in regard to this matter. 
So far as it is in my power to settle the 
question once for all, I shall be prepared 
todo so. But my hon. Friend will not 
be satisfied with any inquiry which does 
not prove the Boers to be guilty. He 
has asked for an impartial inquiry, but 
it is perfectly evident that he thinks 
that the persons who are to conduct this 
inquiry are prejudiced. He _ rejects 
altogether as evidence in this matter 
the testimony of our present officials, 
both in the Transvaal and in Cape 
Colony. I have to inform him that 
since I have been in office I have seen 
absolutely no cause whatever to doubt 
the trustworthiness of these British 
officials. 

*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I cannot allow a statement of that sort 
to pass. I did not say that I denied 
the trustworthiness of our officials, but 
I said they must be rather slow in 
sending information home, because 
Ministers have on several occasions 
stated in this House that information 
had not been’ received on  impor- 
tant questions connected with the 
Transvaal. I must remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that I have not said one-half 
with regard to our officials what he 
Robinson last Session. 
cheers. 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN: 
That is a statement that ought not to 
have been made. But I am happy to 
give an absolute denial to the imputation 
contained in it. I said nothing last 
Session — I refer the House to the 
report of my speech in “ Hansard”— 
which in the least degree reflected upon 
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the character, the ability, the impar- 
tiality, or the judicial trustworthiness 
of Sir Hercules Robinson. TI criticised, 


ment in sendingout Sir Hercules Robinson 
to the Cape under circumstances which 
are within the recollection of the House. 
But I carefully avoided and specially 
guarded myself against saying one single 
word which threw the slightest doubt 
on the high capacity or personal honour 
of Sir Hercules Robinson himself. So 
much for the interruption. When the 
hon. Gentleman goes on to say that he 
did not make any imputations against 
British officials in the Transvaal, let me 
remind the House that he accused them 
of withholding information, and he 
seemed to suggest, because I said the 
other day that I had no official infor- 
mation about a matter which was within 
common knowledge—namely, that an 
independent State had refused to alter 
its constitution at the request of a 
certain number of petitioners—because 
I had no official knowledge of that, 
which I did not require, that therefore 
the officials failed to keep me informed 
as to the very serious circumstances 
which the hon. Member alleges to have 
taken place in regard to the treatment 
of the natives. I give my hon. friend 
the assurance which he asks. I will 
endeavour to carry out an impartial 
inquiry into this matter, and I really 
think my hon. friend might wait until 
that inquiry has been completed and 
the result of it known, before again 
repeating in this House ex parte 
accusations which he has so constantly 
made and which up to the present time 
have not been proved. [Cheers.] 

*Mr. CURZON : I will answer quite 
briefly the questions contained in the 
speeches of my two hon. Friends. The 
hon. Member for Sheffield has used very 


strong language, and has once at least 
employed the word “deplorable.” I think 
himself said with regard to Sir Hercules | 
[ Opposition | 


in the few remarks I have to make I shall 
show that neither the conduct of the 
late Government nor the conduct of the 
present Government deserve that im- 
putation. The hon. Member spoke with 
great confidence of the exact geographical 
position of Weima, the place where this 
unfortunate incident occurred. He said 
that Weima was in territory officially 
regarded as British, in territory which 
cannot on any authentic grounds be 
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denied to be British. That statement 
does not in the least degree tally with 
the information in the possession of the 
Foreign Office. The exact geographical 
locality of Weima is wholly undetermined. 
It is either in British territory or it is 
in Liberian territory ; it is a matter in 
all probability of a few hundred yards 
in either direction. He saysthere being 
this uncertainty any navigating lieu- 
tenant with proper instruments could 
set itright at once. That is not the case. 
A number of expert engineer officers 
have at different times been to Weima, 
but through their having no fixed point 
from which to calculate it has been found 
impossible to arrive at any scientific 
calculation as to the position of Weima. 
There being this uncertainty as to the 
exact locality of the place, my hon. Friend 
asks what were the French doing there ? 
The French have a treaty with the 
Liberian Government which gives their 
officers the right to cross the frontier on 
to Liberian territory in pursuit of 
fugitives or other persons in the course 
of warlike operations. There is not a 
shadow of a doubt that this unfortunate 
act on the part of the young French officer 
who lost his life was a perfectly bond fide 
act, taken in what he believed to be the 
exercise of French rights, ona territory 
the exact locality of which has never 
been determined, and which he believed 
to be within the boundaries where he 
had a right to go. Then occurred the 
melancholy incident in which lives on 
both sides were lost. It is perfectly 
true that the matter was regarded both 
by the late Government and by the 
present Government as one of sufficient 
importance to justify them in bringing 
it up in any discussion of African 
questions at large with the French 
Government. But, looking to the 
great uncertainty as to the position 
of the place, and the difficulty of sending 
out any expedition to obtain more ade- 
quate information, the hon. Member is 
not entitled to usethe word ‘“‘ deplorable ” 
in reference to the conduct either of the 
late Government or of the present 
Government. With regard to the 
remarks of my hon. Friend the Member 
for King’s Lynn, I must express my 
thanks to him for the high compliment 
that he has paid me. It is, indeed, 
surprising to me to learn that an 
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hon. Gentleman of his discrimi- 
nation could expect from the intro- 
duction of any individual into a subor- 
dinate office the inauguration of an 
entirely new era in foreign policy. I 
am sorry I am the person fated to dis- 
appoint his expectations in that respect, 
but, inasmuch as he has made me for 
the first time in this House the victim 
of a Shakespearian quotation, I think I 
may find some consolation in that. My 
hon. Friend’s desire for information is 
so ravenous, increasing instead of dimi- 
nishing as the Session approaches its 
close, that no amount of official indis- 
cretion on my part could possibly satisfy 
him ; and in the future I must hold 
myself open to the particular criticism 
he has brought against me this after- 
noon. My hon. Friend asks: whether 
we are, in respect of Armenian matters, 
in agreement with the three other great 
Powers besides France and Russia, with 
whom we have consistently acted, and 
he went on to say that we had been 
snubbed by them Now, I stated in 
some remarks I had to make earlier in 
the Session that the co-operation with 
France and Russia, for which there were 
many grounds of justification, was a 
legacy to the present Government inhe- 
rited from their predecessors, and one, 
therefore, which they felt bound to 
maintain. As regards action with the 
other three Powers, there has never at 
any moment been any lack of sympathy 
with them. We have reason to believe 
that the other three Powers are entirely 
in accord with the action we have 
taken. We have had no indication 
whatever of an opposite state of feeling 
at any time since the Armenian move- 
ment began. Then my hon. Friend goes 
on to complain of the note of May 11, 
and here again he paid me a compliment 
which I do not deserve, because he said 
it was in part my production. At that 
time I was an obscure Member of Her 
Majesty’s Opposition, and the late Gov. 
ernment did not pay me the compliment 
of asking my views on the Note they 
addressed to the Porte. For that Note, 
therefore, I have no official responsibility. 
As to the question of its publication, it 
must be obvious to my hon. Friend that 
while these negotiations are still pro- 
ceeding it would be impossible to pub- 
lish papers relating to them, or, if papers 
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were published, to publish papers re- 
lating to one part of the proceedings 
alone. In reference to my replies to 
questions, the hon. Member has stated 
that I was quoting from a document in 
one case and not in another. He was 
mistaken. In the case in which he 
objected to my replies I was reading out 
to him the substance of a telegraphic 
answer which had been received from 
Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constan- 
tinople. If he is anxious to see it I will 
give him the telegram itself. As regards 
the general charge which has been 
brought by my hon. Friend against me— 
dissatisfaction with the amount of infor- 
mation I have hitherto been able to give— 
he assures me that that dissatisfaction is 
not only entertained and vigorously 
expressed by himself, but also by his 
colleagues on these Benches and by hon. 
Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House. I do not for a moment believe 
that that is the case—{Cheers|—and, 
until I have some further evidence than 
the utterances of the hon. Member I 
shall continue the course I have already 
pursued. [Cheers.] 

Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.) desired 
to thank the Board of Agriculture for 
acceding to his request to send a Com- 
missioner to examine and report on the 
distressed condition of East Anglia. 
During the 10 years he had been in the 
House he had frequently played the part 
of the importunate widow, but hitherto 
he had always been met with platonic 
sympathy and a blank determination on 
the partof the Government to do nothing. 
He did not know what the Minister of 
Agriculture would do for the agricul- 
tural interest during the Recess, but he 
ventured to direct the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s attention to the questions of local 
taxation and the tithe-rent charge. 
Since the Budget of 1894 realty and 
personalty were both in the same boat 
with regard to Imperial taxation, and 
therefore the one ought not to pay three 
times more than the other to local taxa- 
tion. With regard to the tithe-rent 
charge, it would be easy for the Govern- 
ment—as they did under the Ashbourne 
Act in Jreland—to lend money to enable 
the charge to be paid off within a given 
period. 


Bill read 2°, and committed for 
To-morrow. 
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PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
SITE) BILL. 


Read 3°, and passed. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


CHITRAL. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton) rose to call attention to the 
decision recently arrived at by Her 
Majesty’s Government as to the occu- 
pation of Chitral. He said: I am sorry 
that I have to intervene at the present 
period of the Session with reference to 
the policy of the late Government and 
of the present Government in connection 
with recent events at Chitral. But it 
would not have been practicable to dis- 
cuss this question at an earlier date. It 
would not have been practicable on the 
Address, for the obvious reason that, in 
the absence of the papers which have 
only been laid upon the Table in the 
course of the last few days, I neither 
could have defended the policy of the 
late Government nor ventured upon any 
criticism of the action of the present 
Government. Although we must regret 
that so important a Debate as this 
should take place at so late a period of 
the Session, yet, owing to no fault of the 
late or the present Government, could 
that Debate have taken place at an 
earlier date. It will be necessary for 
me to state very briefly the past relations 
of Chitral and of British India, not only 
to correct certain misconceptions which 
have found expression in this House and 
in the Press—I refer specially to a state- 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
who said at the commencement of the 
Session that Chitral was within and not 
without the boundaries of the Indian 
Empire, an allegation which I shall have 
to traverse in a very few minutes—but 
it is also necessary to state the history 
of those relations in order that we may 
understand the position of affairs that 
led to the recent expedition, and the 
reasons which induced the late Govern- 
ment to adopt the policy to which the 
Government objects. In the first place, 
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I must remind the House that the word 
“Chitral ” is used in two senses. There 
is Chitral the State and there is Chitral 
the capital of that State, and that causes 
some confusion from time to time, both 
in reading the papers which have been 
presented and in discussing these affairs. 
The State of Chitral is, speaking 
roughly, considerably larger than Wales. 
It occupies something like 9,000 
square miles. It lies in the midst of 
a vast mountainous region, which is 
closed in for six or eight months in the 
year by inaccessible and impassable 
mountains. It contains a population of 
between 80,000 and 100,000, and its 
extreme length at one point is upwards 
of 200 miles. Now, the capital of this 
State, the fort of Chitral, which was the 
scene of the splendid defence which 
caused the admiration of all Englishmen 
—[Cheers|—is situated, together with 
some half-a-dozen scattered villages, in 
a narrow valley about one mile and a 
half broad and six miles long, containing 
a population, all told, of about 4,000. 
Our connection with the State arose 
through our connection with the State 
of Kashmir. It is a very shadowy 
connection, which is very difficult to 
trace till we get within very recent 
times. At all events, in 1846 the State 
of Kashmir passed into British hands, 
Part of the arrangements then made 
was the sale by the British Govern- 
ment, to the Maharajah of Kashmir, 
of Kashmir and all its adjacent terri- 
tory, and a sum was paid by him to 
the East India Company ‘of £750,000. 
For 30 years there was very little 
intercourse between this country and 
Kashmir, and little intercourse between 
Kashmir and Chitral. The old ruler of 
Chitral, Aman-ul-Mulk, who ruled it 
for 30 years, and whose death was the 
commencement of much of the recent 
trouble, was always fighting for his 
independence against the Ameer of 
Afghanistan on the one side and against 
the Maharajah of Kashmir on the other. 
But in 1876, as the House will see from 
the dispatches in the Blue-book, pro- 
posals were made to Lord Lytton with 
reference to the reconstruction of the 
arrangements then existing between the 


Indian Government and the Government ' 


of Kashmir, and also with reference to 
the relations between Kashmir and 
Chitral. In the correspondence it will 
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be found that Lord Lytton, in reporting 
to the Secretary of State the interviews 
which had taken place with reference to 
these transactions, stated that one of the 
terms of the negotiations between him- 
self and the Maharajah of Kashmir was 
that an English officer should be ap- 
pointed to reside permanently in Gilghit 
for the purpose of obtaining information 
as to the progress of events beyond the 
Kashmir frontier. The House has 
before it the various stages of these 
negotiations. The result amounts to 
this— that a Treaty was concluded 
between the British Government and 
Kashmir, and that a Treaty was also 
concluded between Kashmir and Chitral, 
under which Chitral submitted to the 
suzerainty of Kashmir in exchange for 
a subsidy. That is the beginning of the 
influence that Kashmir had over Chitral. 
The experiment was tried of the presence 
of a resident in Gilghit. That is the 
extreme outpost of our frontier in 
Western India, and it lies on the 
north - eastern frontier of Kashmir. 
It is inaccessible for a great por- 
tion of the year, and was selected 
as the most convenient outpost 
on our western frontier in that part of 
India. Major Biddulph was the first 
Agent who went to Gilghit, and I think 
he went either in 1877 or 1878, The 
arrangement was very unsatisfactory, 
and in December, 1880, the Government 
of India submitted tu the notice of the 
then Secretary of State, Lord Harting- 
ton, the very unfortunate state of things 
which had arisen in that neighbourhood. 
In July, 1881, the Government of India 
determined to discontinue this Agent at 
Gilghit. In their dispatch to the Home 
Government they explained the diffi- 
culties that had arisen and that there 
had been an attempt to take Gilghit by 
force, and they said :~-— 
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“ Under these circumstances it appeared to us 
that the British Agency at Gilghit could only 
be kept up at the expense of embarrassment and 
anxieties altogether disproportionate to the ad- 
vantages which could be expected to result from 
its maintenance. We therefore decided to with- 
draw it,”’ 


In the correspondence attention was also 
drawn to the request which the Mehtar 





‘or ruler of Chitral had made that he 
might enter into direct alliance with the 


| British Government. Lord Hartington 











1585 East India 


approved of the decision at which the 
Indian Government had arrived, pointing 
out that the appointment of an Agent at 
Gilghit appeared from the first to have 
been distasteful to the Maharajah of 
Kashmir and had failed to realise the 
expectations with which it. was made 
in 1877. He added, however, that he 
realised the importanceof keeping a watch 
upon events on that part of the frontier, 
and it was clearly understood, both by 
the English Government and the Indian 
Government, that the action taken was 
liable to reconsideration if either Gov- 
ernment should think fit to reverse it. 
From that time until 1885 there was no 
question of a British Resident at Gilghit, 
but in that year Sir William Lockhart 
was sent on a general Mission to the 
north-west of Kashmir, and he made a 
very elaborate and interesting report 
upon the results of that Mission. That 
report could easily have been condensed, 
and its most interesting features might 
have been embodied in this Blue-book 
with great advantage. I cannot but re- 
gret the meagreness of the information 
supplied in the Blue-book, for the insuffi- 
ciency of the information places the 
House at a disadvantage in approaching 
the consideration of the action of the 
late Government and of the present Gov- 
ernment. It would have been well to 
have had before us the actual reports 
and opinions of the various distinguished 
officers of the Indian Government who 
have been mixed up from time to time 
in these affairs. Well, Colonel Lock- 
hart, as he was then, after he had 
described the physical aspects both of 
Gilghit and Chitral, stated that in his 
opinion the acquisition of Gilghit would 
insure the safety of the Hindu-kush. He 
said the only danger to be anticipated on 
the Hindu-kush frontier could be met if 
the Indian Government were to acquire 
Gilghit. The House will see that, in 
the whole course of this maiter, the 
prime danger has always been the danger 
which might arise on the Hindu-kush, 
That danger, no doubt, was present to 
Lord Lytton’s mind in 1876, and was 
present to Lord Dufferin’s mind in 1885. 
It was in reference to that a special 
Mission was sent, and the result of that 
inquiry was the deliberate opinion ex- 
pressed by Colonel Lockhart that that 
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danger would be met if the British Gov- 
ernment acquired Gilghit, and he sug- 
gested the establishment of an Agency 
there. The particulars of his proposals 
are to be found on page 7 of the Blue- 
book :— 
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“‘ Having very fully considered the matter, we 
decided in the autumn of 1887 that some 
measures ought to be taken to effect our object 
without much further delay. Colonel Lock- 
hart, who visited the country in 1885, had sub- 
mitted, in 1886, proposals for holding it, but 
these proposals seemed to us to involve unneces- 
sarily large expenditure. We therefore sent up 
an officer of the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment, Captain Durand, with orders to work 
out a plan on a more moderate scale. The idea 
was to establish in Gilghit an English Agency 
backed by a sufficient number of the reorganised 
troops which Kashmir would furnish under the 
scheme for the utilisation of the native armies. 
The number of English officers was to be as 
small as possible, and the expenditure to be cut 
down to the lowest limit. The objects in view 
were the watching and control of the country 
lying to the south of the Hindu-kush, and the 
organisation of a force which would be able in 
time of trouble to prevent any coup de main by a 
small body of troops acting across the passes. 
Captain Durand spent the summer in visiting 
Chitral and other points of interest, and was 
very well received. His proposals were briefly 
that the British Agency at Gilghit should con- 
sist of four officers—namely, the officer in charge, 
two junior officers of infantry and artillery, and 
a doctor. The force would consist of 1,200 re- 
gular infantry, 100 garrison artillery, a battery 
of screw guns, and 500 irregular troops. This 
force would be under the control of the English 
officer in charge, not of the: Kashmir Governor. 
The telegraph line would be completed to 
Gilghit and roads opened. Certain increased 
subsidies would be granted to the neighbouring 
chiefs ; the Mehtar of Chitral would be presented 
with a battery of guns and 1,000 sniders, and in 
course of time a considerable force of Chitralis 
would be organised and armed.” 


The Indian Government, however, were 
of opinion that these proposals might be 
somewhat modified, but I need not 
trouble the House with the modifications 
suggested by them. In the dispatch 
from which I am quoting we have the 
first mention in any official paper of 
what has now become a very vital ques- 
tion in the consideration of our situation 
in that part of the world, viz., the making 
of a road from Peshawar, via Dir, to 
Chitral. 


‘“‘Itis not easy to overcome the fears and 
prejudices of the people of Swat and Bajaur 
with regard to this point ; but we have some 
reason to hope that, in the course of time, we 
may vaseeed in dog so. The Khans of Dir 
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and Jandol, who command the greater part of 
the road, both seem likely in the end to prove 
tractable, and even now a regular postal road 
could be established.”’ 
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The proposals thus made were approved 
of by Lord Cross in 1889. He added 
that the opening of a direct route to 
Chitral was an important feature in con- 
nection with the Scheme, and that he 
trusted that the tribes whose country 
would be traversed would be induced to 
co-operate in the execution of the work. 
TheScheme wascarriedoutandan Agency 
was established. The first Agent was 
Lieutenant-Colonel Durand, and he seems 
to have gone there somewhere in the 
middle of 1889. The Indian Govern- 
ment gave him very full instructions. 
The general lines on which he was to 
proceed were fully set out. He was 
instructed to go to Chitral and set on 
foot the new arrangement. Lieutenant- 
Colonel Durand went, and in 1889 we 
have his Report, to which I draw the 
attention of the House. The House 
will remember that one of the conditions 
to which the Government attached im- 
portance was the opening up of this road 
from Peshawar to Chitral. Captain 
Durand says, with reference to the 
conduct of the Mehtar of Chitral :— 


** As to the first stipulation, it is more than 
doubtful if he is sincere in his professions. He 
has undoubtedly written to the Chiefs whose 
territories lie between our borders and those of 
Chitral, urging them to comply with the wishes 
of the Government, but, at the same time, he 
has sent verbal messages advising them to object 
to the road being open to the passage of 
troops.” 


That, I believe, has been the policy all 
the way through, that, I believe, will be 
the policy in the future, and I believe 
that one of the sources of the greatest 
danger in reference to this route is the 
deep-rooted and insurmountable objec- 
tion of the tribes and people who live in 
that locality to the construction of this 
road—not only the residents of Chitral, 
but the residents in the country through 
which the road would have to pass if 
ever it was made. Well, the Mehtar 
expressed his willingness to do every- 
thing that the Government asked him to 
do in connection with the construction of 
this road, while privately he was using 
his influence, and very successfully, with 
the Chiefs to prevent it. The House will 
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remember that there was no proposal at 
that time for any Resident in Chitral, 
and no proposal for a Resident outside 
Gilghit. The Resident at Gilghit was to 
visit Chitral from time to time, but I 
repeat that up to that time there was no 
proposal to put any one in residence at 
Chitral. In 1891 the old Mehtar applied 
for an increased subsidy. He wanted 
his Rx. 6,000 turned into Rx. 12,000. 
The Government of India recommended 
that the subsidy should be doubled, and 
they also made certain other recommen- 
dations in his favour, and in accordance 
with his demands; but they said that 
the allowance should be made contingent 
on good behaviour and on the condition 
that the Mehtar and his son accepted 
the advice of the British Agent or his 
deputy on all matters. It was also a 
condition of the grant that he should 
consent to the permanent residence of a 
British officer in his country. Now, if 
that country was inside the British 
frontier, there would have been no neces- 
sity to apply to the Mehtar for his con- 
sent, and no necessity to make any bar- 
gain whatever with him. At _ that 
moment Chitral was absolutely indepen- 
dent, and we had no right to put a 
Resident there without the consent of 
the Mehtar. These terms were agreed 
upon, and he agreed, of course, to this 
Resident, and now we come to the con- 
ditions under which this Residency was 
formed. The first important document 
on this point is dated October 19, 1892, 
which is a very important Dispatch from 
the Government of India to the Secre- 
tary of State. I am again ata disadvan- 
tage in quoting this Dispatch, because it 
has been freely “ Bowdlerised.” There 
is one omission from it to which I 
should like to call the attention of the 
noble Lord the Secretary of State. Ido 
not expect him to answer me now, but 
it is a question on which he should con- 
sult the permanent authorities at the 
India Office and have some well-under- 
stood rule laid down. As the House 
knows, when the Indian Government 
considers any question every Member of 
that Government has a right to record his 
dissent from the Dispatch which is sent to 
England. That right is given by virtue 
of an Act of Parliament, and that 
dissent is bound to be submitted to the 
Secretary of State. It seems to me that 
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Dispatch on the Table of this House 
to which Dispatch there were dissents 
those dissents should accompany the 

Dispatch, so that the House should be 
in a position to know whether the 
Dispatch was or was not unanimous, 
and what were the reasons which induced 
certain Members of the Indian Govern- 
ment to dissent from it. [“‘ Hear, hear! ”] 
My right hon. Friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean attached some im- 
portance to the apparent unanimity on 
the Indian Council on this question, but 
I am not making a statement which will 
be disputed—in fact, I shall prove it by 
subsequent statements in a later Dis- 
patch—when I say that this is not a 
unanimous Dispatch and that there were 
very important and very serious dissents 
from it. The House has got to take 
Dispatches as they find them. We have 
lately had occasion—— 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford), interrupting, said : I rise to order, 
Sir. I observe an hon. Member below 
the Gangway reading his correspondence 
in the House. I desire to ask whether 
such a proceeding is in order ? 

*Mr, SPEAKER: It is against the 
Rules of the House to bring private 
correspondence into the House, and read 
it there. 

*Sir H. FOWLER, continuing, pro- 
exeded to read from the Dispatch as 
follows : — 


“We have lately had occasion to consider 
further the question of our future policy in 
Gilghit and the surrounding States and the 
strength at which it would be necessary to 
maintain the British Agency in order to carry 
out that policy effectively. The proposals of 
Colonel Durand and the Resident in Kashmir 
on these points have been before us for some 
months, and we have had the advantage of dis- 
cussing them with Colonel Durand. The con- 
clusion to which we have come is that it will 
not be necessary to make any increase in the 
number of troops in the Gilghit Agency, either 
British or Kashmir. We have relieved the 200 
Goorkhas by 205 Sikhs, and we have sent up a 
small detachment of sappers, but, on the other 
hand, we have withdrawn the mountain guns 
sent up last year.”’ 


I quote that as showing that the Govern- 
ment of India—-that was at the time 
when Lord Lansdowne was Viceroy— 
were of opinion that the object was to 
watch any proceedings on the Hiudu- 
Kush. The difficulty of supplying the 
troups at Gilghit was so great that it was 
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necessary to keep the force down to the 
lowest possible point. The Government 
of India also proposed an increase of two 
additional political officers, an addition 
to the number of military officers, and, 
no doubt, although it does not appear, I 
think, in these extracts, one was placed 
at Chitral. It was our duty, it was 
stated, to avoid as far as possible from 
entangling themselves in the disputes of 
the natives. The Secretary of State 
approved of this proposal ; but there isa 
letter addressed by the Secretary to the 
Government of India to the Resident at 
Kashmir which, I think, more fully ex- 
plains the policy of the Government 
than that developed in their Dispatch. 
That Dispatch is as follows :— 


“T am directed to address you on the subject 
of our future policy in Gilghit and the surround- 
ing States. You were informed that the Govern- 
ment of India had no intention of pushing the 
project for the construction of a road through 
the territory occupied by the Indus Valley tribes. 
It was also pointed out to you that no action 
should be taken likely to lead to a collision with 
the Chilasi tribes, and that their headmen should 
be treated in a conciliatory manner. It will 
be your duty to inform the British Agent in 
Gilghit of the instructions you have thus received, 
and to impress upon him and the officers of the 
Agency the necessity of acting strictly in accord- 
ance with them. The Government of India 
have now had under their consideration the 
strength of the force which should be maintained 
for the future in the neighbourhood of Gilghit. 
The force in question is obviously intended fora 
twofold purpose. It is intended, in the first 
place, as an obstacle in the way of a Russian 
advance against Gilghit through the passes of the 
Hindu-Kush; and, in the second, to watch the 
tribesmen of Hunza and Nagar and the ad- 
joining States. In regard to the second object, 
it is to be hoped that the effect produced upon 
the surrounding tribes by the successful opera- 
tions against Hunza and Nagar will for some 
time to come render them unlikely to cause 
trouble. I am to impress upon you strongly 
that it is the desire of the Government of India 
that the officers of the Agency should carefully 
avoid any action which might have the effect of 
bringing about hostilities. Their efforts should, 
on the contrary, be directed to endeavouring, 
by means of conciliatory measures, to establish 
the most amicable relations with the tribes. 
Apart from the political objections which the 
Government of India entertain toa policy which 
might have the effect of involving us in further 
military operations on this part of the frontier, 
numerous proofs have lately been afforded of 
the costliness of maintaining a large force in the 
neighbourhood of Gilghit. It will, moreover, 
be obvious to you that, upon general grounds, 
there are serious objections to keeping consider- 
able portions of the native army in so distant 
and isolated a position. Under these circum- 
stances, and assuming that the policy which has 
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thus been laid down will be rigorously adhered 
to, the Government of India see no occasion for 
adding to the strength of the Gilghit garrison. 
Considering the great difficulty of transporting 
supplies across the passes by which Gilghit is 
divided from Kashmir, there would be obviously 
great advantages in fixing the strength of the gar- 
rison at a number which the country itself would 
be able tosupport. That number would, it is un- 
derstood, not exceed about 1,600 men. Upon this 
point and upon the distribution of the troops 
in the neighbourhood of Gilghit and throughout 
the line of communication no decision will be 
come to until Colonel Durand’s arrival in 
Simla. The Governor General in Council 
gathers from your telegram of ‘the 18th inst. 
that you and Colonel Durand are both of opinion 
that the garrison of Gilghit itself might be safely 
reduced to the strength of one regiment and a 
battery, the remainder of the Imperial Service 
Troops being stationed along the line between 
Bunji and Astor. I may observe that the 
Government of India, while admitting that it 
will always be necessary to maintain a small 
body of British troops as an escort to the Resi- 
dent, are not without hope that it may even- 
tually be found possible to hold Gilghit with a 
force consisting mainly of local levies raised 
from amongst the neighbouring tribes, and en- 
tirely dependent upon local supplies. In this 
view it is desirable that the utmost encourage- 
ment should be given to the spread of cultiva- 
tion in the neighbourhood. The Government 
of India are satisfied that the re-establishment 
of the Gilghit Agency was undoubtedly neces- 
sary, and that the operations against Hunza and 
Nagar were inevitable. Now that these have 
been brought to a successful conclusion, it is 
hoped that it may in the future be found pos- 
sible to secure the passes and to maintain peace 
in the Dard States without adding materially 
to the burdens of the Empire.” 


That brings us down to the summer of 
1892. In August, 1892, the Mehtar 
died, after a rule of something like 30 
years. He wasa man of great ability 
and firmness, and after his death there 
followed what our officer described as a 
period of “dynastic murders and civil 
war.” The eldest son was 31 and the 
second 24. ‘The latter, Afzal-ul-Mulk, 
succeeded, and the elder, Nizam-ul-Mulk, 
fled to British protection at Gilghit. 
Afzal murdered all his brothers he 
could get hold of. The Government of 
India at once acknowledged the man in 
possession, and he at once asked for a 
British officer to be sent to him at 
Chitral. Immediately before this the 
uncle, brother of the old Mehtar, 
made a sudden descent in the night, 
slaughtered Afzal, and took posses- 
sion of the throne. He ruled about two 
months. Nizam, then at Gilghit, had 
no doubt of the support of the British 
Resident. I am not justified in saying 
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that he was encouraged, but he was 
permitted to advance into the terri- 
tory of Chitral, and he became Mehtar. 
I regret the interference of the 
British Agent in the internal affairs of 
Chitral. He had been expressly pro- 
hibited from doing so, but the Govern- 
ment of India, after further investigation, 
came to the conclusion that under the 
circumstances his action was justifiable, 
and approved of what he had done. Up to 
three years ago there was no Resident in 
Chitral ; therefore we are perfectly free 
from complications in considering this 
question. The Agent appointed was 
Dr. Robertson, and in a Dispatch 
dated April 3, 1893, he said that 
“the atmosphere was one of con- 
spiracy and intrigue.” The Government 
never intended that his mission should 
be more than temporary, and con- 
sidered that after he had recognised the 
new Mehtar it was undesirable that he 
should remain any longer in Chitral. 
Dr. Robertson left, but he deemed it 
desirable to leave Captain Younghusband 
and Lieutenant Gurdon behind him. In 
June, 1893, he presented a very inte- 
resting Report, which showed what was 
his opinion then. I thank the Govern- 
ment for giving us that Dispatch, but we 
have not got Sir George Robertson’s 
Report in 1895. [“ Hear, hear!”] It 
is much more important to be in posses- 
sion of his views in 1895 than in 1893, 
particularly as the Government attached 
importance to Dr. Robertson’s views in 
1893. When he arrived at Chitral, he 
says :— 
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“Tnstead of finding ourselves in the position 
of envoys sent to congratulate and form an 
alliance with a young prince flushed with recent 
triumphs over rebellious subjects and powerful 
outside foes, we found ourselves called upon to 
firmly establish on his throne, and infuse with 
hope and virile energy, an unnerved, terror- 
stricken chief, who was conscious that he ruled 
on the merest sufferance a thoroughly disaffected 
people, whose abstention from further outbreaks 
of violence was entirely due to a doubt and fear 
lest the Government of India might have the 
will and also the power to avenge any injury to 
its nominee. That under such peculiar cir- 
cumstances any permanence can be expected for 
the work already successfully accomplished 
would be unreasonable, unless the same plans 
which have worked so well in the immediate 
past be steadily persevered with in the imme- 
diate future. Military force other than that 
which the Mehtar himeelf can organise and 
direct it would be impolitic to use in Chitral, 
even if it were possible to employ it at such an 
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enormous distance from its base of reinforce- 
ments and supplies in Kashmir or India. The 
upper classes have to bo won over and con- 
ciliated by friendly overtures, apparently 
emanating from men absolutely secure and con- 
fident in their strength and position, while at 
the same time the imagination of the Adamzadas 
must be acted upon by the spectacle of their 
tuler being securely protected from all outside 
enemies and gradually making himself feared 
and respected by the firmness, combined with 
justice, of his rule, and by the display of the 
wealth and resources he possesses as the subsi- 
dised ally of his acknowledged suzerain, his 
Highness the Maharajah of Kashmir. That 
there are many difficulties in the way of carry- 
ing out such a line of policy it would be idle to 
deny, but there are also two factors, the value 
of which cannot be over-estimated, as favouring 
influences in any attempts we may make to 
mould the Chitralis to our interest, especially if 
these favouring influences be employed dis- 
creetly and with dexterity. They are, first, the 
absence of any real fanatical feeling in Chitral ; 
and, secondly, the extreme impressionability of 
the people. The absence of all sentiments of 
religious intolerance in Chitral amounts to a 
national peculiarity. The impressionability of 
Chitralis, again, is something extraordinary. It 
undoubtedly makes them terribly fickle. But 
fickleness tells both ways. If you cannot rely 
upon unswerving supporters in changeable 
people, you can at least be happy in the thought 
that they can rarely become inveterate opponents. 
When great impressionability is combined with 
extreme cupidity, for which Chitralis are also 
remarkable, the power of influencing them lies 
with the man of most tactful speech, especially 
if he also possesses the longest purse. Polite 
attentions, complimentary speeches, have a 
great, if ephemeral, effect on most Chitralis. 
When accompanied by a small douceur they not 
unfrequently have the effect of starting the 
recipient to his feet with his eyes dimmed by 
grateful tears, his mouth full of fervid protesta- 
tions of devotion. It is true his gratitude 
rapidly cools, but it can be excited again as 
often as is desirable by a re-employment of the 
means described. It follows, therefore, that a 
political officer in Chitral has a wonderful power 
always at hand of influencing for a time all 
those brought into direct contact with him. All 
manner of apparently determined enemies of 
the Mehtar, Adamzadas, Moghli Pirs, Sayads, as 
well as intriguers of other classes, succumbed at 
once to the not very subtle influences employed 
against them, while, as soon as it became ge- 
nerally known that I preferred expressions of 
loyalty to their Mehtar to hearing speeches of 
personal devotion to myself, the alteration I 
desired was made almost invariably.”’ 


I think the Chitralis have something in 
common with western races when 
pleasant speeches are accompanied by 
long purses. Sir George Robertson adds 
that— 


‘*An Englishman now may travel anywhere 
throughout the length and breadth of Chitral 
without the slightest fear. He would be wel- 
comed everywhere. The mission returned with 
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no escort, unless Mr. Bruce’s four Gurkhas may 
be so denominated. There were no sentries at 
night, no suspicion of danger at any time. A 
district in the heart of British India could not 
appear more peaceful and quiet. Such is the 
result of merely five months’ work in the 
country.” 


This was written in June, 1893, and it 
only shows how men may be deceived. 
In 18 months all was alt2red. The Indian 
Government, however, came to the con- 
clusion that Captain Younghusband 
should remain for the present, though 
not at the capital. Colonel Durand 
proposed to make his quarters at Mastuj, 
63 miles away. That Dispatch was 
replied to by Lord Kimberley, and Lord 
Kimberley’s Dispatch again is not given 
in full; but I am able to supply a very 
serious omission in it out of the Blue- 
Book itself. Lord Kimberley, after 
referring to Dr. Robertson’s Report and 
to the Dispatch of the Government of 
India, says :— 


“T observe that, in your opinion, the main- 
tenance of an English officer as Political Agent 
in Chitral renders necessary the retention of 
strong posts along the line of the Gilghit and 
Ghizr rivers, and it is partly on this account 
and partly to piralyse any hostile action of the 
tribes having relations with the Gilghit Agency 
that your Excellency’s Government desires the 
permanent addition of a Bengal infantry but- 
talion to the garrison of the Gilghit Agency. 
But in determining our future policy towards 
Chitral a wider view must be taken, and the 
question must be looked at with reference to 
the general aspect of affairs in that region, 
which may in a short time be considerably 
changed.” 


That was what Lord Kimberley wrote. 
But it would be altozether an unintel- 
ligible sentence where he speaks of “ the 
general aspect of affairs” if, in the edit- 
ing of these Dispatches, they had not 
edited other letters which contained the 
pith of that portion of Lord Kimberley’s 
Dispatch. The Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of India, writing to the Resident 
in Kashmir, stated what was the general 
aspect of affairs in that region which 
Lord Kimberley thought might be 
changed, and which would seriously 
affect the whole question. He says :— 


“When a review of the position on this 
frontier was placed before the Secretary of State 
for India nearly a year ago, Lord Kimberley 
sanctioned the retention of Captain Young- 
husband in Chitral as a temporary measure 
only, and pointed to three possible contingencies 
which would materially affect the general 
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aspect of affairs in that region. Those contin- 
gencies were (1) theabandonment by the Ameer 
of all idea of bringing Chitral under his control; 
(2) the successful conclusion of the negotiations 
with Russia for the determination of boundaries 
in the Pamir tract; and (3) the mitigation, 
through the mediation of our frontier officers, of 
the irritation and suspicion of the frontier 
tribes.’’ 


The Ameer, at the close of 1893, bound | 


himself not to interfere with Chitral by 
the Agreement concluded with Sir 
Mortimer Durand. 
Government of India appear to have 
addressed the Resident in Kashmir, 
pointing out to him that the first of 
the conditions to which Lord Kimberley 
had attached importance had _ been 
attained by the Durand Agreement ; that 
there were indications that a Pamir 
settlement might before long be arrived 
at; and that the attitude of the tribes 
was fairly satisfactory. 


“In these circumstances, you were informed 
that, if no new complications arose, the political 
officer in Chitral should be withdrawn when the 
winter was over.”’ 


At the time of that letter—in June— 
the Pamir Agreement was still unsigned ; 
there was still suspicion among the 
tribes; and the Government of India 
came to the conclusion that— 


“ For another year our position in and towards 
Chitral must remain upon the present footing. 
It appears that Colonel Bruce and Captain 
Younghusband advocate a policy of activity and 
extension which is not in accord with the views 
of the Government of India.”’ 


This is not from London; this letter is 
written from Calcutta to the Resident in 
Kashmir, and expresses the view of the 
Government of India. The Dispatch 
continues :— 


‘“*T am to request that this policy may be 
impressed on the British Agent, and that he 
may be clearly informed that it is not intended 
to maintain permanently a resident officer in 
Chitral. It will suffice to retain the unques- 
tioned right of sending a political officer into 
Chitral at all times.” 


That Dispatch was submitted to me—I 
had then succeeded to office—and I then 
stated, on August 3, 1894 :— 
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control in the affairs of Chitral, but the settle- 
ment of the frontier on the south-west and south 
of Chitral may still lead to troublesome com- 
plieations ; while on the north the question of 
the line delimitating the Russian boundary in the 
regions of the Upper Oxus is still unsettled. It 
was perhaps premature, in these circumstances, 
to raise the question of withdrawing Captain 
Younghusband from Chitral, and I fully concur 
in your decision that the moment for effecting 
what would certainly be regarded as a final 
withdrawal is inopportune, and, while adhering 
to Lord Kimberley’s view that the present 
arrangements can only be regarded as temporary, 
am no more prepared than Lord Kimberley 
was last year to formulate a definite policy 
(whether of abandoning or continuing those 
arrangements) within the fixed period such as 
is indicated.” 
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In other words, the view that Lord 
Kimberley, the Government of India, 
and that I myself ventured to take was 
that, so long as the boundary of the 
Ameer was unfixed and the boundary 
with Russia unsettled, it was wise and 
prudent to make no change in the posi- 
tion of the resident officer at Chitral, but 
that when those questions were settled— 
and the House knows they have been 
now settled for a considerable time—he 
should be withdrawn. I now come to 
another extraordinary illustration of the 
editing of these papers. In the Dispatch 
from the Government of India, to which 
my Dispatch was a reply, there is not a 
word about the road to Peshawar. But 
in my reply this passage is given :— 


“‘T approve also of your decided rejection of 
the proposals for establishing a political officer 
and an escort in Yasin and for opening up the 
road between Peshawar and Chitral.’’ 


The House will see from that, that it 
had been proposed to the Government 
of India to make this road, that they 
declined to make it, and that the late 
Government concurred with them in 
their opinion. That brings us down to 
the end of 1894. In 1895, on Jan- 
uary 1, the Nizam-ul-Mulk was murdered 
by a follower of his brother, Amir-ul- 
Mulk. I am not going to trouble the 
House with the history of that occur- 
rence, but my own opinion is that the 
whole of those transactions formed part 
of one conspiracy between Umra Khan, 
Sher Afzal, and Amir-ul-Mulk. Lieu- 


“The reasons which induced Lord Kimberley | tenant Gurdon was in Chitral when the 


to declare that it would be ‘ premature to decide | murder 
now on the permanent political and military | Sikhs 


arrangements for this frontier’ are still of 
weight. It is true that the Ameer of Afghan- 


| 


took place with eight or ten 
Dr. Robertson was at once sent 
to Chitral to report on the situation, 


istan no longer advances any claims to exercise) where he arrived on February 1, and 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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then commenced the difficulties of the 
situation. The Government of India 
very soon advised us at home of the 
serious position of affairs, and our Gov- 
ernment felt that their first duty was to 
rescue Dr. Robertson. I did not hesitate 
myself ; on March 8, I received for the 
first time an official intimation that 
Robertson was in danger in Chitral, and 
and on the same day I telegraphed : — 


“Tam prepared to approve such action for 
securing safety of Robertson and party as you 
miy deem necessary.” 


In other words, the Government of 
India had a free hand in order to rescue 
Robertson. [‘ Hear, hear!” ] The 
House remembers what took place—the 
prompt action of the Government 
of India, the magnificent preparations of 
Sir Robert Low, and the wonderful 
mobilisation of that force of men in less 
than three weeks. On March 14 the 
Government issued a Proclamation to all 
the people of Swat, the people in Bajaur 
who did not side with Umra Khan, and 
all other persons concerned, which, after 
stating that Umra Khan had invaded 
the district and had had warning that 
he was to retire from the district by 
April 1, and if he did not the Govern- 
ment would send a force into Chitral to 
the rescue of Robertson, proceeded :— 


“The sole object of the Government of India 
is to put an end to the present and prevent any 
future unlawful aggression on Chitral territory, 
and as soon as this object has been attained the 
force will be withdrawn. The Government of 
India have no intention of permanently occupy- 
ing any territory through which Umra Khan’s 
misconduct may now force them to pass, or of 
interfering with the independence of the tribes, 
and they will scrupulously avoid any acts of 
hostility towards the tribesmen so long as they 
on their part refrain from attacking or impeding 
in any way the march of the troops.”’ 


Within a fortnight of the receipt of the 
telegram announcing that Proclamation 
I telegraphed :— 


“As soon as present trouble is over, policy 
with regard to Chitral and neighbourhood will 
have to be fully and carefully considered in 
light of recent events. Meantime our hands 
should be kept perfectly free. I hope, there- 
fore, that you will take care that nothing is said 
or done to commit Government either way with 
regard to making new roads or retention of 
posts now occupied, or occupation of new 
posts.’” 


The House will remember the brilliant 


advance that was made, the brilliant 
relief from Gilghit under Colonel Kelly, 


{3 SepremBer 1895} 
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and the successful termination on about 
April 18 or 20, when the siege was raised 
and Robertson relieved. On April 26, 
I addressed a Dispatch to the Govern- 
ment of India on the whole question of 
future policy. I said :— 


‘*Since that Dispatch was written the pro- 
tracted discussion as to the limit of Russian 
influence in the region of the Upper Oxus has 
been brought to a close, and an agreement has 
been arrived at by which the southern boundary 
of Russia’s possessions in these regions will be 
the Panja and the Pamir rivers, and a line 
drawn eastward from Lake Victoria to the 
Chinese frontier. The effect of this will be, 
while bringing her in one direction within a 
very short distance of the Chitral frontier, to 
maintain in the other an intervening belt of 
country between her southern outposts and the 
eastern end of the Hindu-kush. Moreover, the 
demarcation of the Afghan boundary under the 
Durand Agreement, in which the Ameer under- 
takes to abstain from interference in Chitral and 
the transfer to Afghanistan of the whole of the 
Kafir country up to Chitral, introduces a new 
element into the problem. The delimitation of 
these boundaries would, apart from recent 
events in Chitral, have introduced changes 
indicating that the e had arrived for some 
general survey of th. existing situation, in order 
that the policy which had been provisionally 
adopted might now be settled on some per- 
manent basis ; but these events themselves have 
brought into strong relief the risk involved in 
maintaining a British officer in Chitral under 
existing conditions, a risk not unforeseen by 
your predecessor, but one which, owing to the 
peculiar combination of a popular claimant to 
the Chitral throne with the Pathan invaders, 
has taken a more acute form than was probably 
present to the minds of the Marquess of Lans- 
downe and his advisers. (n the one hand, it 
has been made clear that, so long as a British 
Agent and his escort in Chitral can be supported 
only from Gilghit, he may for months be cut off 
from any support at all, and at best can only be 
supplied from a small and inaccessible frontier 
station by means of a road 200 miles in length, 
and of the worst possible description for military 
purposes; while to maintain a garrison at 
Gilghit, adequate for such military responsibili- 
ties as the existing combination has thrown upon 
you, would involve an intolerable financial 
burden, both upon the Kashmir Government 
and on your own. On the other hand, the 
shorter and more direct line of communication 
between Peshawar and Chitral involves the 
gravest responsibilities, both military and finan- 
cial. The establishment and maintenance of 
this line of communication has been recognised 
as an important element in the policy of your 
Government in Chitral, but it was at first hoped 
that, by the influence of Umra Khan, an 
arrangement might be come to with the Pathan 
tribes, through whose territory the route runs, 
for effecting this object. As it became clear 
that the assistance of Umra Khan was not 
likely to be obtained, the project was laid by ; 
but it has always been urged by the local 
authorities as essential to the security of the 
agency at Chitral. Ihe question whether such 
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a road running 150 miles through the territory 
of the Pathan tribes, notorious for their 
fanaticism and hostility to foreigners, can be 
maintained at all without constant military 
pressure, or even military occupation, is one 
which is open to discussion; but in any case it 
is certain that it cannot be maintained without 
heavy expenditure from year to year, and it is 
possible that if maintained by arrangement 
with the tribes it might at the most critical 
time be closed against us, and the whole work of 
opening it up by military force would in that 
case have to be undertaken again from the 
beginning.”’ 


I then asked the Government of India 
for their views, and on May 8, 1895, 
they sent their views to me. In fact, 
this is the last Dispatch we had from the 
Government of India on this question. 
T need not go through that Dispatch in 
detail. The Government of India 
attaches enormous importance to main- 
taining our position in Chitral, because 
of the risk of foreign occupation if it 
were abandoned, and they maintained 
that it would be unjustifiable to ignore 
our pledges to preserve the suzerainty of 
Kashmir. I am not aware that any- 
thing has transpired in Chitral to 
jeopardise the suzerainty of Kashmir. 
But when the Indian Government came 
to the means by which their policy is to 
be carried out, then their Dispatch 
becomes very misty. They say :— 


“What must be faced is a consideration of 
the means whereby we can maintain a sufficient 
military occupation of the Chitral valley. The 
length of time occupied and the difficulty 
incurred in sending troops and supplies by way 
of Kashmir and Gilghit, and the expense of 
doing so, are so great that some of us would 
prefer to abandon all attempt to occupy Chitral 
rather than try to hold it by so precarious a 
thread. The alternative is to establish com- 
munication from the Peshawar border. The 
expense of doing so may be prohibitive.’’ 


They then set out other objections, and 
say that the course which they recommend 
may involve the Government in an ex- 
pense which the finances of India can 
ill afford, and in an increase of responsi- 
bilities with the tribes on our north- 
west frontier, which we would fain 
avoid. It may be possible to lessen 
these objections.” And they concluded 
by saying that, at all events, the in- 
terests involved were so large that they 
considered it their plain duty to lay 
before me the conclusions at which, after 
full consideration, they had arrived. 
That is the history down to the date of 
the last Dispatch which I received from 
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the Government of India. Before con- 
sidering the question of future policy, I 
think there is one point upon which we 
are all agreed, and that is if a British 
officer with an escort is to be main- 
tained at Chitral, it will be impossible to 
secure his safety so long as he relies 
alone upon Gilghit for his transport and 
his supplies. Gilghit is itself an outpost 
cut off for half the year. From there to 
Chitral is 225 miles, the road being 
across a pass 12,000ft. high and running 
through that dangerous defile in which 
Captain Rose and his party were de- 
stroyed. If Chitral is to be held by 
British troops, it can only be by opening 
up and maintaining a road from Pesha- 
war, through Dir, to Swat. I say that 
because it is impossible to separate the 
policy of retaining Chitral from that of 
making and maintaining this road. If 
we are committed to the establishment 
of a permanent garrison in Chitral, we 
are committed to the maintaiaing of this 
road, and that means the occupation 
of the State of Chitral and_ the 
country lying between the frontier 
and Chitral. So far as the military 
aspect of the matter is concerned, the 
question is simply this: Is the fortifica- 
tion of Chitral a strategic necessity for 
the adequate defence of the Indian 
frontier in the event of an attack upon 
its north-west? The natural fortifica- 
tion of that district is the vast range of 
the Hindu-kush, which is so picturesquely 
and forcibly described by the Under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Curzon). He says :— 
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“ The Indian Empire is girdled not merely 
with one or two ranges of great height and cor- 
responding difficulty, but, so to speak, with an 
| armoured belt-plate wedged upon plates of the 
| most prodigious snow and ice mountains to be 
| found upon the face of the carth. This moun- 
|tain belt is in some cases over 200 miles in 
| thickness, and not until its successive palisades 
| have, one after another, been pierced or broken 
down, does the invasion of India enter into the 
| domain of possibility.”’ 

But, Sir, no Government can act 
upon geographical possibilities or upon 
an opinion which it has formed upon 
them. This was a purely military ques- 
tion, and I, as Secretary of State for 
India, was incapable of deciding such a 
question. My colleagues were under the 
same incapacity, and the present Govern- 
ment must be guided also by military 
considerations and also by military 
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experts. The House is aware that there 
is a very considerable difference of 
opinion upon this question. The House 
is aware, from publication in the Zimes 
newspaper, that Lord Roberts, an 
authority for whom I entertain very 
great respect, entertains one opinion ; 
we know from the Dispatch of the 
Government of India that the two emi- 
nent soldiers who advise that Govern- 
ment—Sir George White and Sir Henry 
Brackenbury—also agree in that view ; 
and if I understand the view put for- 
ward by them, it is that Chitral is 
of the greatest strategical importance, 
so far as the passes of the Hindu- 
kush are concerned ; that the invasion of 
India from the north-west could be 
attempted through those passes, and that 
Chitral, being a weak Power, would fall 
under the power of its strongest neigh- 
bour. But, Sir, the British Government 
and the Government of India at home 
have also military advisers. They have 
as a military adviser that distinguished 
Field-Marshal who commanded the 
Indian army for a considerable number 
of years, and who served for upwards of 
40 years in India, and whom Lord Rose- 
bery described as the highest living 
Indian military authority—I mean Sir 
Donald Stewart. As the House knows, 
Sir Neville Chamberlain, Sir John 
Adye, Sir Charles Gough, and Lord 
Chelmsford, all of whom have served 
in India, entertain opinions differ- 
ing from those of Lord Roberts. But 
the late Government went further, and 
availed themselves of the best mili- 
tary advice that they could command. 
The advice thus given is not part of the 
papers which have been published, 
and it would not be right to quote 
that advice or to give names. But 
this I may say, that, so far as our 
military policy was settled, it was 
guided and settled, so far as military 
considerations were involved, by and 
upon the advice of the most eminent 
military authorities of the day. I sum 
up their opinions, so far as the result 
which they produced upon my mind and 
the minds of my colleagues, to this effect : 
That the gigantic natural geographical 
defences of the north-west frontier ren- 
der the advance of an invading army 
practically impossible; that, having 
regard to these and other considerations, 
our position is at the present moment 
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practically impregnable ; that Chitral is 
not a place of considerable importance as 
a base for military reserves, and that 
it is not useful as a base for 
military operations, defensive or offen- 
sive; that to lock up troops in Chitral 
or in the Chitral Valley would be a 
military blunder; and that the cun- 
struction of a military road to Chitral 
would, in the event of hostilities, be 
an advantage to an invading force and 
a disadvantage to a defending force. 
The late Government also came to the 
conclusion that Gilghit was sufficient, as 
a point of observation, and that to leave 
our main line of defence and to establish 
outposts and form depéts of supplies 
in distant mountain deserts would 
weaken the strength of our position. 
[Cheers.| There were other considera- 
tions of a detailed and_ technical 
character brought before them, which 
convinced the late Government that, 
looking at the question solely from a 
military point of view, they would 
not be justified in adopting the proposals 
of the Indian Government. But the late 
Government had also to consider the 
political, administrative, and financial 
questions affecting the occupation of 
Chitral, accompanied by the occupation 
of a military road. The length of the 
road proposed to be occupied is 180 miles, 
or the distance from London to Man- 
chester. The Malakand Pass is over 
4,000 feet high, and there is the Lowarai 
Pass 11,000 feet high. The road, 
if made, will have to be garrisoned, 
and there must be cantonments, forts, 
and bridges, while tunnels will have 
to be made for the protection of the 
road from the snows of winter. In 
fact, the road would be a peninsula be- 
tween two large tracts of  territo 

extending on the one side to the Afghan 
frontier, and on the other to the present 
frontier of Kashmir. The late Govern- 
ment were advised by experts that the 
formation of such a road meant the 
practical subjection of the tribes, and the 
annexation of the country between 
Peshawar and Chitral. A military road 
in that district means a military police to 
deal with offenders, and we cannot hold 
the country with our troops unless we 
are prepared to carry on the civil ad- 
ministration. Sir N. Chamberlain says : 


“Tf we remain in Chitral, Bajaur, and Surat» 
the tribesmen will only be kept quiet b 
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retaining, at a great annual cost, a sufficient 
force in the valleys to overawe them. To make 
a military road, and to expect to keep it open 
without coming into collision with the trit esmen, 
is to my mind devoid of reasoning.” 


Only 36 miles of this road_ will 
be in Chitral territory, and the rest 
will have to be constructed through 
a country inhabited by hostile tribes, 
who are distinguished by the fierceness 
of their fanaticism, their love of inde- 
pendence, and their fear of annexa- 
tion. We have no more right in the 
district than we should have in Switzer- 
land. Lord Roberts has stated that the 
whole fighting force of these tribesmen is 
about 200,000 men. Have the Govern- 
ment asked themselves whether it would 
not be better to have these tribes as 
independent allies, who would form 
another line of defence, rather than to 
have them as revengeful foes? [Cheers.] 
When we have conquered them we shall 
have created a permanent source of dis- 
content and danger, and they will 
seriously weaken our power to resist the 
attack of any hostile force. The practical 
question, which will sooner or later have 
to be determined by this House, is, whe- 
ther we are going to extend the frontier 
of India by at least 200 or 250 miles on 
the western side, in order to cover a large 
tract of country from which we can 
derive no possible advantage, and from 
which we can obtain no possible revenue, 
and in which we may be constantly 
embroiled with independent tribesmen, 
patriotically defending their native soil ? 
[Cheers.] Sir J. Lyall, the late Governor 
of the Punjab, who knows something 
about the country in question, said that 
he was informed that the initial cost of 
making such a road, and guarding it 
during construction, would be no less 
than half-a-million sterling, and that it 
would take three years to construct. 
Sir J. Lyall further stated that the tribes 
would certainly not assent to the making 
of such a road, and that, therefore, unless 
there was a military occupation of a line 
180 miles long, it would be impossible to 
construct the road. According to the 
present computation, 5,000 or even 
10,000 men would have to be interned 
in almost inaccessible districts, to whom 
supplies must be carried by pack animals, 
under enormous difficulties and at great 
cost. I am aware tkat the Government 
of India have said that they are not 
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going to increase the Indian Army, but 
in that case the present Indian Arm 
must be too large. [‘ Hear, hear!”] I 
do not believe that that Army is too 
large, and, therefore, I hold that to lock 
up any part of it in a place from which 
it cannot be withdrawn if troubles arise 
would be most unwise. [‘ Hear, hear !”] 
There then remains what I may call the 
moral question to be determined. The 
Government of India, by their Proclama- 
tion, declared that they had no intention 
of permanently occupying any territory 
through which our troops might pass. 
When that Proclamation was issued, 
there were two witnesses that I may 
quote as to the impression that it con- 
veyed. In the first place, Zhe Times’ 
Correspondent said :— 
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“A Proclamation has been issued? to the 
Yusufzai and other clans affected that we do 
not intend to annex any territory, but merely 
to compel Umra Khan to evacuate Chitral.’’ 


But a more important testimony with 
reference to the meaning of that declara- 
tion of the Indian Government was given 
by the present Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, who wrote as follows 
with regard to it :— 


‘‘T see that the Indian Government say that 
as soon as they have attained their object in 
Chitral the British force will be withdrawn, and 
that there is no intention of occupying the 
intervening territory. Of course, that may be 
technically true—no one wants to add to our re- 
sponsibilities, which are already sufficiently 
heavy; but ifthis Proclamation means, as it may 
undoubtedly be interpreted to mean, that, having 
opened up the essential and inevitable route to 
Chitral, we are going to allow it again to be 
closed, it will be difficult to find words to describe 
the melancholy fatuity of such a course.”’ 


[“ Hear, hear !”] 

*Mr. CURZON said the sentence in 
his letter in the Zimes was based on an 
imperfect telegraphic summary of the 
Viceroy’s Proclamation in that paper. 
He presumed that was correct, but when 
they read the Proclamation itself they 
found it contained a distinct limitation, 
in the first sentence of the Proclamation, 
to the people of Swat and Bajaur. 
[Ministerial cheers. | 

*Sir H. FOWLER : It is addressed to 
Swat and Bajaur and to any other 
persons concerned. Lonpenees cheers. | 
I am talking about the people of Swat 
and Bajaur, of their thousands and tens 
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of thousands of inhabitants. What did 
the Government of India mean by it? 
Let me turn to their Dispatch of April 
26th, page 39 :— 


“At the same meeting a Proclamation was | 
g 


issued to the people of Swat and others beyond 
the Peshawar frontier, announcing the intention 
and object of the Government, assuring them 
that we did not intend to permanently occupy 
any territory through which the force might 
pass, or interfere with the independence of the 
tribes, and promising friendly treatment to all 
who did not oppose the march of the troops. 


That was how the Government of | 


India interpreted theirown Proclamation. 
In the interpretation of human affairs 
you not only deal with men’s words but 
actions. How did they interpret by their 
actions ? 


‘* Major Deane at once commenced negotia- 
tions with the Swatis and other tribes concerned, 
and explained the situation to them. The 
assistant to the British Agent at Gilghit, having 
reported that all the men of Tangir and Darel 
had been recalled to their homes, which possibly 
indicated some excitement there, he was antho- 
rised to explain to the people the purport of the 
Proclamation issued to the Swatis and the 

Jajauris.”’ 
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understand if you recede from your word, 
after you were allowed to pass over these 
terrific passes unopposed on the faith of 


‘honour of the British name will be still 
greater if we have the courage to keep 
our word. [ Cheers. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitton, Mid- 
\dlesex, Ealing): Do I understand the 
‘right hon. Gentleman to say that Lord 
Elgin cannot be trusted to keep his 
word? [Cheers. 

*Sir H. FOWLER: The noble Lord will 
be quite at liberty to reply when I have 
finished. Ihave said nothing reflecting on 
\Lord Elgin. But I say that if the 
| British or Indian Government annex 
any portion of the territory through 
which they passed last March, April, or 
| May, that Government, whether Indian 
lor British, will have broken its faith 
with the tribes to whom the Proclama- 
tion was issued. My right hon. Friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean says 
his conscience was satisfied when he 
knew that the Indian Government unani- 
‘mously recommended this policy of 





the Proclamation. The prestige and - 


Practically, the Government of India ‘annexation. I am old enough a Mem- 
prevented opposition on the faith of this | of the House to remember the speech 
Proclamation, and the noble Lord, in his | the right hon. Baronet made on the 
own Dispatch of the 16th of last month, [ evacustion of Kandahar, and the Indian 
recapitulating the whole case, says:;— | Government unanimously objected. [Sir 

|CHartes DitKE: “No, no!”] I beg my 


“It is probable that this Proclamation was | ypjioht hon. Friend’s pardon, but IT say 
not without effect, at all events on the tribes in | 47° . 


mith sa atpthe en: dane te ‘they did. [ Laughter. 

immediate contact with.us. *S C. ore shied Forest 
The native tribes did not combine|of Dean): No, no. It was four to 
against us. What was our danger? It|three. I will read the names presently. 
was a holy war of religious fanaticism |(“ Hear, hear ! ” 

aroused, and the whole case proves there} *Srr H. FOWLER: The majority of 
was no combination against us among|the Indian Government. 

the tribes, because they believed in| *Srr C. DIULKE: You. said 
British honour—|{Cheers|—and that the | unanimously. 

British Government would fulfil that to| *Srm H. FOWLER: 1 = say 
which they were pledged. You talk of|that the majority of the Indian 
“prestige!” That word has been used|Government of 1879-80 were against 
frequently with reference to the advance | the evacuation of Kandahar. The right 
on the north-western frontier. It was|hon. Baronet spoke in this House in 
a word with which we were familiar in | favour of the evacuation of Kandahar, 
the great Debate on the evacuation of|and the Duke of Devonshire (then the 
Kandahar in this House 15 years ago. We | Marquess of Hartington) dealt, name by 








were told our prestige required that we 
should not abandon the position we had 
acquired by splendid daring and splendid 
endurance. Loss of prestige! Do you 
think these tribes do not understand and 
do not appreciate the brilliancy of the 
attack and the defence? But they will 
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|name, with the Members of the Indian 
Government, and denied the proposition 
then attempted to be laid down by the 
Tory Party that we were bound by the 
action of the Indian Government. 

*Sir C. DILKE: Sir Donald Stewart 
and the present Lord Cromer, 
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*Sir H. FOWLER : That can be settled | they havenot been successful tothe present 
hereafter. At all events, the right hon.! time. I have worked out what the force 
Baronet did not feel bound in 1881 by | proposed would be, and I make out there 
the opinion of the Indian Government | would be about 5,145 soldiers. Taking 
with reference to the evacuation of| the present strength of the regiment (and 
Kandahar. But why does he not ask from that the pioneer regiment at 
the opinion of the great Indian officials Gilghit, which is to be withdrawn, would 
and the Governor of the Punjab, who! have to be deducted), the number of 
is no mean authority on the ques- soldiers would be between 4,000 and 
tion? We know what the opinion of 5,000. The Secretary of State, having 
Sir James Lyall and other preceding received this information, wrote an able 
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Governors of the Punjab was. What) 
is the opinion of the present Governor | 
of the Punjab—a man who, perhaps, | 
is the greatest authority in oes 
district, who knows the country and is | 
responsible for the peace of the frontier ? | 
What has been the advice of Sir Dennis | 


Dispatch dated August 16, and in that 
he reviews the whole situation from the 
commencement. In reference to the 
question of cost, he says :— 


“Time evidently was necessary for the in- 
vestigation and decision of the question of 


Fitzpatrick on the evacuation of a 


dahar? Iam sorry to weary the House| He calls attention to the views ex- 


_ [Cries of “No! ™|— with this long 
defence of the policy of the late Govern- 
ment, but I have said enough, and I 
will not repeat myself. Under all these 
circumstances the late Government came 
to the conclusion that we could not 
accept the proposition of the Indian 
Government. We came to the conclusion 
that we could not, on military, political, 
administrative, or financial grounds, and 
above all in the teeth of our own Procla- 
mation, advise the taking of any step 
which would mean the annexation of the 
Chitral valley and the countries of the 
tribes. What has been the policy of our 
successors ? The noble Lord immediately 
on accepting office very properly stated 
that the present Government would re- 
consider the question, and on August 1 
he asked whether there was no further 
information as to the possibility of 
arranging with the tribes for the road 
between Peshawar and Chitral and the 
strength of the garrison there. The only 
information the noble Lord has received 
iscontained in a telegram dated August 4, 
which says :— 


“The Commander-in-Chief has been consulted 
on points in your telegram. First, we have 
avoided open negotiations with the tribes. The 
reports received from Low and Deane warrant 
the confident expectation that a peaceful arrange- 
ment for the road can be made.” 


[Cheers.| I am quite willing to wait 
and see what the peaceful arrangements 
were, and our judgment should be re- 
served until we know whether these 
arrangements have been successful. But 


| pressed by Lord Kimberley and myself 


as to keeping control over the external 
affairs of Chitral. Lord Kimberley has 
been somewhat misunderstood on that 
point, for keeping control over the ex- 
ternal affairs of Chitral does not imply 
annexation or possession of the State. 
We have absolute control over the 
external affairs of Afghanistan at this 
moment. Then towards the end of his 
Dispatch the noble Lord sums up the 
position. He says :— 


“Tt was apparent from your letter of May 8 
that your Government was not without appre- 
hension that the task of opening up this road 
might, if it were to necessitate the military 
coercion of the tribes and the interference with 
their independence, be one of such great cost 
and involving such embarrassing complications 
as to render it of doubtful expediency ; but in your 
opinion this question, both in its financial and 
political aspects, depended on the attitude which 
might be assumed by the tribes, and you indi- 
cated that, if amicable relations could be secured 
and they could be persuaded to become respon- 
sible for the safety of the road, the cost need 
not be prohibitive.”’ 


The noble Lord quotes their allegation 
“that peaceful arrangements can _ be 
made,” and adds :— 


‘‘The information now conveyed materially 
alters the position. It removes, if your officers 
have rightly estimated the conditions, the doubt 
which was felt as to the possibility of opening 
up the road by peaceful means and maintaining 
it without an intolerable burden of expenditure 
being imposed on the Indian revenues.”’ 


I am bound to say the noble Lord is 
perfectly consistent in his telegrams and 
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his Dispatch. He says that he gave a 
strict caution as to keeping the condi- 
tions of the Proclamation. The noble 
Lord guards himself by four “ ifs.” He 
says—If the cost is not prohibitive, if you 
can effect.a peaceful arrangement with the 
tribes, if it is necessary to maintain a 
permanent force on the Malakand, and 
if the terms of the Proclamation are 
rigidly adhered to, then the neble Lord 
will sanction the proposal of the Govern- 
ment of India. I submit that until 
these “if's” are solved he cannot tell 


' what is to be done, and I go further and 


say we cannot press him. He has had 
no answer to that Dispatch, and until 
he is in a position to tell the House what 
the occupation will cost, what the atti- 
tude of the tribes is, whether they will 
recognise a new arrangement, and 
whether the arrangement will be in har- 
mony with the Proclamation, no intel- 
ligible decision as to their policy can be 
taken by the Government. A few months 
at this season of the year will not affect 
their policy. In a question of this mag- 
nitude we can afford to wait. I do not 
ask the House to pronounce a judgment 
now; [reserve myright to doso hereafter. 
It has been my duty to explain and 
defend the policy which the late Govern- 
ment thought it wise to adopt after 
ascertaining the views of those best quali- 
fied to advise them, and that has been 
the main object of my speech. In con- 
clusion, I say that the policy I have 
endeavoured to defend is no new policy. 
One of the greatest Viceroys who ever 
ruled over India—Lord Lawrence—in 
the memorable Dispatch with which he 
closed his administration, laid down the 
lines which should guide the action of 
the Government of India with respect 
to its North-west frontier. I will quote 
the last three paragraphs of that 
Dispatch :— 


“We think it impolitic and unwise to de- 
crease any of the difficulties which would be 
entailed on Russia if that Power seriously 
thought of invading India, as we should cer- 
tainly decrease them if we left our own frontier 
and met her half-way in a difficult country, and, 
possibly, in the midst of a hostile or exasperated 
population. We foresee no limits to the ex- 
penditure which such a move might require, 
and we protest against the necessity of having 
to impose additional taxation on the people of 
India, who are unwilling, as it is, to bear such 
pressure for measures which they can both 
understand and appreciate. And we think that 
the objects which we have at heart, in common 
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with all interested in India, may be attained by 
an attitude of readiness and ess on our 
frontier, and by giving all our care and expend- 
ing all our resources for the attainment of 
practical and sound ends over which we can 
exercise an effective and immediate control. 
Should a foreign Power, such as Russia, ever 
seriously think of invading India from without, 
or, what is more probable, of stirring up the 
elements of disaffection or anarchy within it, 
our true policy, our strongest security would 
then, we conceive, be found to lie in previous 
abstinence from entanglements at either Kabul, 
Kandahar, or any similar outpost; in full 
reliance on a compact, highly equipped, and dis- 
ciplined army stationed within our own ter- 
ritories, or on our own border; in the content- 
ment, if not in the attachment, of the masses ; 
in the sense of security of title and possession, 
with which our whole policy is gradually im- 
buing the minds of the principal chiefs and the 
native aristocracy ; in the construction of ma- 
terial works within British India, which enhance 
the comfort of the people while they add to our 
political and military strength; in husbanding 
our finances and consolidating and multiplying 
our resources ; in quiet preparation for all con- 
tingencies, which no Indian statesman should 
disregard ; and in a trust in the rectitude and 
honesty of our intentions, coupled with the 
avoidance of all sources of complaint which 
either invite foreign aggression, or stir up rest- 
less spirits to domestic revolt.” 


The history of the last 20 years has 
afforded many startling illustrations of 
the wisdom of that policy and, I may 
add, of the folly of departing from it. 
That policy has been stamped with the 
approval of a large majority of the great 
soldiers and great civilians who have 
made our Eastern Empire a priceless 
boon to the people of India, and the 
noblest dependency of the British Crown. 
It is on behalf of that policy I venture, 
at this, almost the last hour of the Session, 
and in this exhausted House, to enter 
my humble protest against embarking 
on an enterprise which may be, and 
which in this case I conscientiously be- 
lieve will be, a standing menace and a 
constant danger to the security and pros- 
perity of the Indian Empire. [Cheers.] 


INDIAN TAXATION, 


*Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Cardiff) said, 
he rose to move the Resolution which 
stood on the Paper in his name :— 


“That this House views with apprehension 
the continual increase in the burdens of Indian 
taxpayers, caused by the annexation or military 
occupation of large areas of unproductive ter- 
ritory on the land frontier of British India,” 
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Instead of concluding with a Motion, 
the right hon. Gentleman (Sir H. Fowler) 
seemed, he thought, to acquiesce in the 
present policy of Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, and throughout he appeared 
to be really conscious of the fatal 
weakness of his own case. Obliged 
by the financial necessities of India to 
impose obnoxious duties, he flung the 
money away in the invasion of Chitral, 
and he was the first to invade the ter- 
ritory of the tribes. Surely nothing 
could be more immoral than his conduct 
in sanctioning invasion and then trying 
to wash his hands of responsibility in the 
face of the General Election. He said 
the right hon. Gentleman, with unusual 
boldness, had come forward to defend his 
own policy, and he ought to have con- 
cluded with a Motion, but instead of doing 
so, he seemed to acquiesce in the policy 
of the present Government, and by his 
action he seemed to show that he was 
really conscious of the weakness of his 
own case. They admired the right hon. 
Gentleman as a high-minded statesman, 
but his career at the India Office was 
peculiarly unfortunate. The right hon. 
Gentleman was obliged by the financial 
necessities of India to impose obnoxious 
duties, and the money so raised he flung 
away on the invasion of Chitral. The 
right hon. Gentleman was very indignant 
at the idea that the present Government 
should invade the territory of the Swati, 
and said we had no right to be there ; 
but it was he who first invaded that 
territory ; it was with his sanction that 
enormous forces advanced to invade it. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said a 
good deal about the opinion of Sir 
Donald Stewart and others ; but did Sir 
Donald Stewart give his sanction to the 
invasion, to the opening up by violent 
means of the road from Peshawar to 
Chitral? The right hon. Gentleman did 
all the mischief, and now he said it was 
immoral to invade the territory of the 
tribes. All along he had told them the 
policy of the Government of India was 
to throw this road open. When he made 
no objection to the crossing of the fron- 
tier by an army much larger than that 
with which Lord Roberts marched from 
Kabul to Kandahar, he must have been 
aware that the passage of the army 
would excite the hostility of the people 
of the country. While he only made some 
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slight inquiry as to the object of concen- 
trating this large force, he must have 
known of the vehement criticism to 
which the action of the Government of 
India was exposed in India itself. 
Many persons habitually favourable to 
the action of the Government of India 
took strong objection to the mobilisation 
of this vast force for the relief of the 
beleaguered garrison of Chitral. When 
the Government of India persevered the 
right hon. Gentleman said, “Go on,” 
and took on himself the responsibility 
of the invasion of the country and of 
slaughtering hundreds of patriots in the 
Malakand Pass. Surely nothing could 
be more immoral, according to his own 
standard of morality, than theconduct of 
the right hon. Gentleman, after he had 
been a party to all this, in view of the 
General Election, to try to wash his 
hands of the responsibility he had in- 
curred and to throw upon the new 
Government the duty of settling this 
difficult question. In a telegram of 
March 18th the Viceroy said :— 
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“We are agreed that the military occupation 
of Chitral, supported by a road to the Peshawar 
border, is a matter of the first importance.”’ 


The right hon. Gentleman made a tem- 
porising reply to that, and then came the 
further urgent message from the Viceroy 
of the 25th of April :— 


‘Narrative of events indicates withdrawal 
under present circumstances impossible, and 
would leave country to complete anarchy, and 
would render a settlement more difficult. In our 
opinion, we must also keep open the road from 
Peshawar for some time, probably three or four 
months at least, whatever the ultimate decision 
may be.”’ 


The right hon. Gentleman replied to 
that :-— 


“ Pending the final decision of Her Majesty’s 
Government, I do not object to the temporary 
arrangements which you consider necessary.” 


| By that telegram the right hon. Gen- 
'tleman did everything he was bound to 
do at that time. There was no neces- 
sity for the great hurry he showed after- 
wards to come to a definite decision 
about what should be done at Chitral. 
The temporary arrangements which the 
Viceroy said were necessary would have 
lasted for some months. The Viceroy 
had said that he had created a state of 
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anarchy in the country, and it was 
therefore impossible to evacuate it at 
that time. Within a few weeks the 
Government was tottering to its fall, 
and the right hon. Gentleman evidently 
dreaded going to the country without 
trying to wash his hands of the blood- 
guiltiness falling upon those who were 
responsible for the invasion of Chitral. 
He (Mr. Maclean) acquiesced in the 
decision of the Government to retain 
Chitral, because he thought they 
were bound to accept the  state- 
ment of the Government of India 
that it would be impossible to evacuate 
the country ; and he accepted the deci- 
sion with the more pleasure, because the 
noble Lord in his Dispatch pressed for 
estimates of the exact cost. He had 
properly guarded himself from taking 
any hasty action whatever, in regard to 
the opening or permanent occupation 
of this road by British troops; and he 
hoped that the noble Lord would get 
trustworthy estimates from the Govern- 
ment of India. A Government which 
at the end of March could calmly put 
down £150,000 as the probable cost of 
the Chitral expedition could not be 
trusted to give satisfactory estimates 
unless closely pressed. He also hoped 
that this was the last of the annexations 
on the British frontier which would be 
sanctioned by this or any other Govern- 
ment. The Royal Engineers in India 
were a most indefatigable body of men, 
and directly they had gained possession 
of and fortified one pass, they found 
another by which a few stray Cossacks 
might find their way to British India. 
Some of them would never be satisfied 
until Her Majesty’s Government had 
hermetically sealed every mule-track 
across the immense region of mountain 
ranges extending from Quetta to the 
Pamirs. (Zaughter.] Then the adven- 
turous traveller came upon the scene, like 
his right hon. Friend the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs, who unfortu- 
nately was prevented from making any 
more voyages at present. ([Laughter.] 
These travellers seemed to think that 
wherever they had once set foot, the 
British flag ought to wave for ever after- 
wards. [Zaughter.] Unless strong 
pressure were put on the Government of 
India there would be someone proposing 
to occupy the territory along the other 
side of the river, and the road leading 
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from the Hindu-Kush to Jellalabad, 
and the hospitable columns of The Times 
would be full of eloquent declamation 
about the noble mission of Great Britain 
in bringing every barbarian nation under 
its rule. [ Hear, hear!” and laughter. | 
It might be a noble mission, but it 
could not be called a very self- 
sacrificing one, when it was done 
at the expense of the Indian tax- 
payer. If this country desired more 
responsibility in these directions, 
let her take it at her own risk and 
cost. Her conduct was of a. piece 
with that of the Government in connec- 
tion with the Shahzada, who received a 
generous invitation to become the guest 
of the British nation at the expense of 
the mild Hindu. [ZLaughter.| If any 
one looked at the map of India now, and 
compared it with what it was 20 vears 
ago, beyond the Indus on one side and 
the Ganges on the other, they would find 
that an immense empire had been added 
to our dominions. Beyond these rivers we 
had almost as much territory as between 
them; and nearly all of it had been 
acquired within the last 20 years. It 
stretched over a frontier several thousand 
miles in extent; if Afghanistan, which 
had been brought within our sphere of 
influence were included, the responsibility 
on the shoulders of the Indian taxpayer 
would appear appalling. For it was 
India who paid the whole cost of all 
these expeditions ; and the worst of these 
annexations was that they had been 
wholly unproductive. Even the kingdom 
of Burma, which was flourishing when 
we took it over, cost India a million a 
year—not a very creditable thing to the 
present generation of Indian officials. 
Most of the other annexations not only 
paid nothing at all, but were very largely 
subsidised by the Indian Government. 
India now subsidised all Central Asia 
from the Indus to the Oxus. The Gov- 
ernment either enlisted men of these 
border tribes in our army and continu- 
ally increased their pay, or else paid them 
blackmail to keep the peace. [‘‘ Hear, 
hear!”] The Government of India was 
becoming more and more dependent on 
these border tribes for the security of the 
Empire, although many of them could 
not be trusted in an emergency. All 
the taxes were paid by the industrious 
traders and merchants of the plains ; and 
nearly the whole of the revenue was spent 
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away from them. Of the 50 millions of 
revenue, fully one-half went to England, 
and a very large proportion of the 
remainder was spent upon troops and 
expeditions on the frontier, so that the 
money did not go back to the people 
who paid the taxes at all. “ Hear, 
hear!”] This showed the fallacy of such 
calculations as were given in the explana- 
tory statement issued this year by the 
late Secretary of State for India. The 
right hon. Gentlemen there spoke of the 
smal] burden of taxation in India. It 
might appear small, but there was this 
difference between the taxation in Eng- 
land, and that in India, The former 
was all spent within the limits of the 
country to stimulate trade and industry, 
but as regards India it was almost to 
the extent of three-fourths of the whole 
spent out of the country in which it was 
raised. This was because, in England, the 
Treasury was supreme over all Depart- 
ments, while in India the Treasury was 
practically helpless. The Government 
of India was really a military despotism, 
and the Treasury had only one member 
on the Council. All the other members 
might be trusted to act together on 
questions of Imperial policy. There was 
no representative of the trade and indus- 
try, the culture and intelligence of the 
country; the members lived for the 
greater part of the year away in the 
hills at Simla, and were utterly out of 
touch with public opinion. They were 
like the Olympian deities, of whom 
Tennyson wrote : 


“ There they live and lie reclined, 
“On the hills like gods together, careless of 
mankind.” 


The possession of India had been of 
inestimable advantage to us; but how 
long should we retain India if we did 
not maintain sound finance there, and 
see that the people were lightly taxed. 
The right hon. Gentleman the late Sec- 
retary of State for India, several times 
in his speech, made allusion to the agree- 
ment made with Russia for the delimita- 
tion of territory at the Pamirs. That 
was signed in March last ; it had cer- 
tainly been concluded before operations 
in Chitral were sanctioned by the right 
hon. Gentleman, and that alone should 
have restrained him from taking the 
action which he had taken. That agree- 
ment with Russia altered the whole 
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political situation in India.. This policy 
of occupying the mountain passes was a 
Chinese wal] policy; it was not the 
policy meant by Lord Beaconsfield when 
he sanctioned the “scientific frontier.” 
Then the intention was to push forward 
to Kandahar, which would have been on 
the flank of anyone advancing on the 
principal road to India. But now the 
policy was not one of pushing forward 
at all. We were going to lie in wait 
behind these passes, until the Russians 
advanced to our frontier. Every mili- 
tary man of repute knew that if ever a 
Russian invasion of India were to be 
attempted—and he thought such an 
event very improbable now—our troops 
would be obliged to advance to Kandahar 
or Cabul to meet them; and if we were 
defeated there, what would be the use 
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of our fortified passes ? The enemy 
would then pour like a_ torrent 
into the plains of India, snd we 


should be driven to make a last stand 
behind the Indies for our Empire 
in the East. That was a sufficient 
condemnation of the policy which 
was now being pursued. But our 
apprehension in regard to the policy of 
Russia was removed now that we were 
going to have the whole frontier fixed 
from Herat up to the crest of the Pamirs. 
That would be a blessing to everyone in 
Central Asia. All the disputes in the 
past had been occasioned by the acts of 
frontier officers naturally. desirous of 
distinguishing themselves, who had gone 
into territories that had not been marked 
out as belonging to any Power, and so 


had brought about conflicts which 
were very much to be regretted. 


It was to be hoped that that would 
never again happen after the new 
arrangement with Russia in regard to 
the frontier. Our real defence in future 
would be that, when once the line was 
fixed, Russia would know that to cross it 
meant war. Lord Roberts made one 
sensible remark in a letter to The Times. 
He said that Russia had made no 
attempt to violate the frontier since it 
was fixed from near Herat to the Oxus, 
because she knew that if she did so it 
would mean war with England, and 
this would be true as regards the whole 
line of frontier, now that it was com- 
pleted to the Pamirs. Lord Beacons- 
field, in the same spirit, speaking of 





the evacuation of Kandahar, ridiculed 
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the idea entertained by some fussy 
people that the possession of one place 
or another was essential to the 
security of our Indian Dominion. 
He said: “The key of India is not 


Herat or Kandahar. The key of 
India is London. The majesty and 
sovereignty, the public spirit, and 


vigour of our Parliament ; the ingenuity 
and determination of our people—these 
are the keys of India.” He thought 
that was a profoundly true sentiment. 
He considered that we might at 
least lay aside our misgivings as to 
a Russian invasion of India. He 
believed Russia would respect our 
boundaries, and he hoped that, instead of 
continuing barren conflicts with her, we 
should enter into an understanding with 
her for the good of the whole population 
of Central Asia. Look at what was 
within our reach if we were to come to 
a good understanding with Russia. 
Why should Afghanistan be kept isolated 
from the commercial world? We had 
filled the purse; we had pampered the 
pride of the Ameer by the extravagant 
honours we had paid to his son ; we had 
guaranteed his dominion, and we had 
got nothing from him in return. Why 
should not the Ameer open his country 
to trade and commerce? Why should 
we not join hands with Russia, and 
bring Afghanistan into the commercial 
world? It would be an immense boon to 
India, a great advantage to England, 
and a benefit to the whole world, to 
connect the Russian and Indian Railway 
systems by the construction of a few hun- 
dred milesthrough Afghanistan, andso to 
complete an overland line to India and 
introduce railways into the vast regions 
of Central Asia, which in almost recent 
times contained populous flourishing 
empires where stagnation now existed. 
The record of the past 30 years had been 
the opening up of Africa. He hoped 
the next 30 years would see the renais- 
sance of Asia, and would see those vast 
regions recalled to civilisation. What 
he asked was, that in order that England 
might fill an important part in the future 
of Asia, she should do the work that now 
lay at her hand. He begged to move 
his Motion. 

*Mr. M. M. BHOWNAGGREE 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.) in a maiden 
speech, seconded the Motion. He 
said he did so unhesitatingly, because 
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the burden on the Indian taxpayer had 
grown in recent years to an enormous 
extent. But he should disclaim any 
connection between the Motion and 
recent events in Chitral. The word 
“annexation” had been used in con- 
nection with Chitral in the course of the 
Debate ; and it was well to point out 
that it was not very applicable. It was 
only recently that Sir George Robertson 
put upon the throne of Chitral its own 
proper Mehtar, which showed that 
Chitral was not completely annexed, 
in the same senseas Burmah was annexed. 
But, at the same time, it could not be 
denied that recent events in Chitral, the 
glorious achievements of our Army, 
British and Indian, and the prudent 
resolution of the Government to retain 
its hold on Chitral, were capable of being 
read by ambitious military officers in a 
somewhat different light from that in 
which they were regarded on the floor of 
the HouseofCommons. Many of the diffi- 
culties of the Government of India could 
be traced to thiscause. Ambitious officers 
had before now embroiled themselves in 
matters which had made it impossible for 
the Government to escape being brought 
into conflict with tribes on the frontier. 
In order, therefore, that the resolution 
of the Government to retain Chitral, and 
the approval of the feats of our Army 
in that region, might not mislead such 
officers to follow the same course in the 
future, and also for the reason that there 
might not be aroused in India an appre- 
hension that the policy of the present 
Government was annexation, and that 
they were determined to advance the 
frontier of India to the furthest limits, 
and thereby make the burden of the 
taxpayer so intolerable that India would 
be plunged into bankruptcy, he begged 
to second the Motion. 

*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
Motion which my hon. Friends have pro- 
posed and seconded is so intimately con- 
nected with questions relating to Chitral, 
that upon it I am able to reply to the 
speech which the right hon. Gentleman 
has just made. We all welcome back to 
the House the hon. Member for Cardiff. 
He always speaks with authority on 
Indian questions, and, although I cannot 
agree with all he has said, everything he 
says is worth listening to. [* Hear, 
hear!”| I congratulate my hon. Friend 
the Member for North-East Bethnal 
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Green upon the speech he has just made. 
He has behind him a record of long and 
useful public service, and I feel confident 
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Empire. 
my predecessor in office. He spoke 
with great vigour and at very great 


length. For an hour he made an 
elaborate historical analysis of the 
reasons which led us to Chitral. He 


then proceeded for another hour to 
attack in the most violent terms, from 
financial, military, moral, and political 


points of view, the decision at which | 
we have recently arrived; and, having | 


occupied so much} of the time of the 
House in this denuhciation, he concluded 
by observing that the House was not in 


possession of suflicient information to| 


[‘« Hear, | 


enable it to form a judgment. 
hear!” and a laugh.| I listened with 
great regret to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech. 
are very difficult, whether you go back 
or go forward. The right hon. Gentle- 
man quoted many authorities, but the 
one authority he did not quote was the 
Indian Government.  [Cheers.| 


speech, did he allude to the Indian 
Government, except for the purpose of 
denouncing | it. 
governing India is of a very complicated 
and delicate character ; and the NSecre- 
tary of State incurs a grave responsi- 


bility if he imposes a policy on the) 


Indian Government contrary to their 
wishes, and insists upon their trying to 
carry that policy out through an instru- 
mentality which they consider obsolete 
and ineffective. It appears that anybody 
in the street who gave the right hon. 
Gentleman any information of the most 
extravagant kind, whether it was politi- 
cal, financial, or moral, was at once ac- 
cepted by him as an authority, and the 


statements made to him were publicly | 


paraded in the House of Commons as 
reasons why we should refuse the pro- 
posal of the Indian Government. “ But 
if,” said the right hon. Gentleman, “ I am 
wrong, I shall be very glad.” Now, there 
is risk, and there always will be risk, 
attending our Empire in India, and we 
must face that risk. [ Hear, hear! ”] 
What we have to consider is, whether 
the decision at which we arrived is a 
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right one. I accept the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s account of the position which 
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Chitral occupies in connection with the 
both sides of the House will always listen | 
with attention when he speaks on any | 
question connected with our Indian} 
I now turn to the speech of | 


North-West frontier of India and Kash- 
mir ; but there is just one point I should 
like to bring home to the House of 
Commons. Chitral is at the extreme 
end of the territory over which Kashmir 
claims suzerainty ; and, up to the present 
moment, access to that State has been 
over some of the most difficult mountain- 
passes in the world. But the difficulty 
of communication is not all; there is a 
great length of communication. If any- 
body will look at the map, he will find 
that one has to traverse almost a com- 
plete circle when going from British 


India before he arrives at Chitral, and 


the distance which has to be covered is 
something like 600 miles, whereas the 
route from Peshawar is only 180 miles, 
The important question at present is 
whether a new road shall be made 
from Peshawar. In dealing 
with frontier questions it is <mpossible 
to lay down one general principle which, 
under all conditions, must govern our 
conduct. The right hon. Gentleman 
_quoted the opinion of Lord Lawrence. 
I speak with the utmost respect of that 
great man. When these frontier ques- 
tions began to be discussed, in 
Lord Northbrook’s Viceroyalty, I was 
Under Secretary for India, and I well 
|remember there were then two schools 
contending against each other, one led 
iby Sir Bartle Frere, Commissioner of 
Sind, and the other by Lord Lawrence. 
Their views were diametrically opposed. 
Sir Bartle Frere believed that a forward 
movement was the right movement ; he 
advised advance, and every single ad- 
vance made from Sind has been attended 
|with good results. Lord Lawrence, as 
|Commissioner of the Punjab, had to 
deal with a different and more diflicult 
‘country, and said, “Stay where you 
jare.” He was right as regards his 
own frontier. But every case of this 
kind which comes up for decision we 
;must look at on its merits. The great 
mass of the more modern school, with 
regard to frontier questions, are upon 
‘this side of the House, and those of the 
old-fashioned view sit opposite. We know 
that at the India Office and amongst re- 
tired officers the old-fashioned view pre- 
| vails; but in India—and it is there where 
;most responsibility rests—opinion is 
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almost invariably opposed to it. The|very properly ordered a large force to 
complaint I make against Her Majesty’s | his relief, and I entirely agree with the 
late advisers is that from the first they | right hon. Gentleman that it is a matter 
made up their minds to get out of|of national congratulation that such 
Chitral. They forced the Indian Govern-| heroic tenacity was shown by the 
ment to send them their policy beforethey | troops, and that the siege was raised 
had sufficient information to support it,| with such dash and daring. [Cheers.] 
and they then pounced upon their lack | Chitral was relieved on April 20. 
of information to upset the policy| What correspondence took place _be- 
associated with it. The right hon.|/tween the Secretary of State and 
Gentleman complains very much of} the Indian Government? On March 
the editing of this Blue-book, and / 30 the Secretary of State telegraphed to 
seems to think I have struck out of|the Viceroy, impressing upon him the 
it papers or minutes which ought to! necessity of doing nothing which in any 
have been given. He must recollect|way could commit him to any future 
that this correspondence all comes from | policy. He said :— 

the Secret Department of the India 
Office. I have not had one single | ith regard to Chitral and neighbourhood will 
extract or line of the Dispatches struck | have to be fully and carefully reconsidered in 
out except in the public interest. | light of recent events. Meantime, our hands 
These are most confidential documents, | Should be kept perfectly free. I hope, there- 
and it is impossible to publish them in fore, that you will take care that nothing is said 


; : : ‘ or done to commit Government either way, with 
their entirety. But in every single case | yegard to making new roads, or retention of 


where there has been any excision of | posts now occupied, or occupation of new 
any kind the fact is noted. The right hon. | posts.” 
Gentleman thinks I should produce some | Later on he telegraphed again. He asked 
Minutes of Sir Donald Stewart. Sir for further information, and the Viceroy 
Donald Stewart is the ex-Commander-| ¥..0 properly replied :— 

in-Chief, and if I were to publish his; ") P*°Pmy Tephed: 
Minutes, [ must publish the Minutes of | 
the present Commander-in-Chief and Sir Until we have ascertained what has happened in 
Henry Brackenbury. The result would Chitral since Robertson was shut up we cannot 
be we should publish to the whole world | arrive at a final conclusion as to policy.’’ 

an elaborate analysis of the strong and | si 
weak parts of our military system. if That was a very natural conclusion. 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentle-| The Secretary of State telegraphed to 
man were acted upon, we might just the Viceroy on April 19, pressing him 
as well at once dissolve the Secret |®g@in for further information. That 
Committee of the India Office. Let us| ¥®% the day before the siege was raised. 
see what happened. The right hon. Gen-| The Viceroy replied :— 

tleman spent a great deal of time in try-|  « Our views as to the importance of Chitral 
ing to show that the assent which he and | are expressed in our telegram of 18th, but 
his predecessor, Lord Kimberley, gave to without entering into negotiations with tribes 
the policy of the Indian Government in Ht cagmgyti opp pogo Bee 7 
Chitral was of a tentative nature. [Sir H. serdie . : 

Fow er: “Temporary.”| Well,temporary.|On the 25th the Secretary of State 
As stated in a Dispatch of his, there were pressed the Viceroy to send his policy, 
three objects in view. The first was to | and the Viceroy replied :— 

control the external affairs of Chitral in | ~ . nee ; 

8 direction friendly to our interests; the| ,Atmative, of, events indieates,wihlrnva 
second was to secure an effective guar-| would ase country to complete anarchy and 
dianship over its northern passes; the | would render a settlement more difficult. In 
third was to keep watch over what/| our —— we peyy also keep — = 
goes on bey ond those passes. _ These = ie oem Sina wheter tp wiblinatie 
were the objects of the policy of} decision may be.” 

successive Governments, both at home ; 

and in India. When Dr. Robertson was|On May 8 the Indian Government, in 
caught at Chitral, in pursuance of this|response to the instructions received 
accepted policy, the right hon. Gentleman} from the Secretary of State, wrote at 





“As soon as present trouble is over, policy 


‘We have discussed Chitral policy, with 
reference to your telegram of March 30. 
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length their views. Chitral had only 
just been relieved, and I doubt whether 
they had had any direct personal com- 
munication with any officials there, 
so that they were very much in 
the dark as to what the conse 
quences of their policy might be, 
but they were absolutely unanimous in 
recommending the retention of Chitral. 
[Cheers.| Indian Finance has passed 
through a very severe ordeal, and yet 
the Indian Finance Minister, who is 
an exceptionally strong Minister, signed 
that Dispatch. The Indian Government 
were compelled to represent their views 
before they had definite information, 
but they warned the Secretary of State 
that it was possible the expenditure 
might be very great. They say :— 


‘* What must be faced is a consideration of 
the means whereby we can maintain a suffi- 
cient military occupation of the Chitral Valley. 
The length of time occupied, and the difficulty 
incurred in sending troops and supplies by way 
of Kashmir and Gilghit, and the expense of 
doing so are so great, that some of us would 
prefer to abandon all attempts to occupy Chitral 
rather than try to hold it by so precarious a thread. 
The alternative is to establish communication 
from the Peshawar border. The expense of 
doing so may be prohibitive.”’ 


They go on to say :—‘ We are not 
convinced, however, that these difti- 
culties will occur.” In the same 
Dispatch they state that this proposal 
may involve a_ heavy increase of 
expenditure, but that it may be 
possible to lessen these objections. It is 
clear to anybody who reads the Dispatch 
by the light of recent telegrams that this 
was a preliminary statement of policy 
extracted from the Indian Government 
by the orders of the Secretary of State. 
But Her Majesty's then Government 
immediately pounced upon this, and, 
after a very few days’ consideration, 
sent a peremptory order to the Indian 
Government to reverse this policy, and 


then they added :— 


** As regaids Chitral State they request that, 
in view of the decisions above stated, you will 
telegraph what are the arrangements which you 
would recommend for the future.”’ 

On June 22 these alternative arrange- 
ments which the Home Government 
directed the Indian Government to send 
arrived, and on that day the late 
Ministry resigned. ‘They never con- 
sidered the alternative proposals in any 
Lord George Hamilton. 
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shape or form, and I contend it is 
ridiculous for any Government, or any 
body of responsible men, to pretend that 
they have settled a difficult question by 
vetoing the only workmanlike proposal 
put forward without ever considering 
the alternatives. (Cheers.| Under these 
circumstances, we had to reconsider the 
position. I agree entirely with the 
right hon. Gentleman that financial 
considerations are of the utmost import- 
ance at the present moment. I go so 
far as to say that, in my judgment, and 
I dare say the hon. Member for Cardiff 
will agree with me, no external policy, 
however bold, and no frontier perform- 
ances however heroic, can compensate 
for the permanent annual deficiency in 
the Indian Exchequer. I believe that 
the constantly increasing taxation is a 
serious danger to the stability of the 
Indian Government, and, therefore, 
I looked with great apprehension on the 
words that the Indian Government used 
in which they admitted that their 
proposals might be prohibitive. by reason 
of the expenditure involved. I con- 
sequently endeavoured to see whether it 
was possible in any way to gain time, 
in order to hit upon any compromise or 
do something which would prevent us 
arriving at an irrevocable decision to 
retire from Chitral and not make the 
road. The House will see that what- 
ever decision was arrived at, would be 
more or less binding for years to come. 
It was difticult to retire from Chitral, 
although we had only been connected with 
it for some three years ; and if we had 
decided to remain there we should have 
to do so for a long time to come. On 
the other hand, if we retired and did not 
make this road we should possibly never 
get so favourable an opportunity again of 
constructing this line of communication, 
andour retirement would probably be final. 
Looking to the issues raised and the 
grave consideration attached to them, it 
was essential we should have time. Her 
Majesty’s late advisers also spoke of the 
unanimous decision of the Cabinet. 
The word “unanimous” is a new epithet 
in connection with Cabinet decisions, 
and I think it is an unfortunate one, 
because if you state the occasions on 
which the Cabinet is unanimous you are 
bound to state those on which the 
Cabinet is not unanimous. My im- 
pression is that the late Prime Minister 
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on more than one occasion alluded to the 
unanimity of the late Cabinet, I suppose 
because it was so remarkable an event 
in their career that it was necessary to 
mention it. [Laughter.| Time, there- 
fore, was a very essential consideration. 
In the Cabinet to which TI have the 
honour to belong there are no fewer 
than three ex-Secretaries of State for 
India, and we have the advantage of the 
presence of Lord Lansdowne, the late 
Viceroy, who, I should say, is the 
highest living authority in this country 
on questions of this kind. He has 
visited Kashmir, is conversant with 
every detail of this policy, and he was 
of great assistance to me in examining 
it. I wonder if the late Government 
at all realise what the evacuation of 
Chitral would have meant? In the first 
place, it is perfectly clear if we aban- 
doned Chitral we should in all 
probability be obliged to abandon 
Gilghit. Gilghit is most expensive, 
since, as the valley in which it is 
situated cannot sustain the garrison, the 
cost of bringing supplies from Kashmir 
is very heavy. If we abandoned 
Chitral the cost of maintaining Gilghit 
would be the same as before, although 
our main object in maintaining it would 
have gone. The difficulties did not end 
there. The right hon. Gentleman 
described the condition of Chitral before 
we went there as one of dynastic murder 
and civil war. That.would be the con- 
dition of Chitral if we left. [“ Hear, 
hear!”| He laid stress on the fact that 
we had arrived at an arrangement with 
the Russian Government by which the 
frontier had been delimited between 
ourselves and that Power. I look upon 
that delimitation from a different point 
of view to the right hon. Gentleman. 
I believe that, wherever these 
frontier arrangements are made, they 
can only be satisfactorily maintained 
on the distinct understanding that within 
each area allotted to the respective 
Powers, each Power will do its utmost 
to prevent anarchy, disorder, and dis- 
turbance. If anarchy and disorder com- 
mence on one side of the frontier they 
are not unlikely to extend to the other 
side. Nobody can deny that if we had 
left Chitral we should have lighted a 
fire there which would be unlimitedin the 
extent of the area over which it might 
spread. The mere fact of our retiring 
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before tho face of the whole world and 
admitting that we were unable to 
perform the duties we had practically 
undertaken would have been an invita- 
tion to the neighbouring Power to step 
in and perform the duties we had 
abandoned. [{‘ Hear, hear!”] Take an 
ordinary case in life. If one of the 
occupiers of two neighbouring houses 
chooses to go away and leave a fire 
smouldering which may burn down the 
premises of his neighbour, that neighbour 
has a right to come in and extinguish 
the fire which is the source of danger. 
Therefore, if we had abandoned Chitral 
with a certain knowledge of the disturb- 
ances which our retirement would cause, 
weshould have been doing our very best to 
upset the frontierarrangement which had 
been arrived at. I agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman on one point only. I 
do not think Chitral is of so great 
strategical importance as some eminent 
military men consider. I admit that 
the honours on that point must be 
divided. TI think that considerations 
of a moral rather than a strategical 
character force us to remain. I agree 
that, where you havea great area to 
defend and only a limited number of 
troops to protect your frontier, it is 
unwise to lock up your men in out-of- 
the-way places. Mobility and concentra- 


| tion are the two great ideas which should 


be aimed at. The right hon. Gentleman 
seems to think that our occupation of 
Chitral would necessitate an enormous 
strain upon our military resources. The 
curious thing is that, whilst the right 
hon. Gentleman complains of the want 
of information, one of the cardinal and 
vital pieces of information, the telegram 
of the Indian Government on this point, 
is the one which he shirks. It is very 
easy to exaggerate the dangers 
attending any course. The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to think there will be 
a large number of troops required at 
Chitral. But the Indian Government 
point out that they require no addition 
to the Indian Army, and show that 
there will be practically no troops 
in the intervening districts. In the 


same way the right hon. Gentleman 


seemed to think that the occupation of 
Chitral would necessitate enormous 
financial outlay. Somebody told Sir 
Alfred Lyall it would cost half-a-million 
to make the road, and the right hon. 
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Gentleman flourishes half-a-million before 
the House. The difference between the 
actual facts and the excited imagination 
of the right hon. Gentleman is shown 
by a telegram which has just arrived, 
stating that the total amount would be 
20 lakhs of rupees, or, turned into 
sterling, £13,000, of which one-fifth 
would go to permanent works. I cannot 
help thinking that the late Government 
were so anxious to get out of Chitral 
that they did not want to be accurately 
informed on these points. 

Hon. Mempers: Surely your figure is 
wrong. 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: What 
did I say? 

Sir W. HARCOURT: You 
£13,000. 


said 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : Oh!) 


it should be £130,000. [“Oh!”] There 
is an enormous disproportion between 
this figure and the half-million estimate 
of the right hon. Gentleman, which was 
for making the road alone, whereas of 
the £130,000 one-fifth is for a perma- 
nent buildings. The most serious part 
of the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was his indictment of the Indian 


Government with reference to the Procla- | 


mation. I cannot understand how 
anybody holding the views of the right 
hon. Gentleman can be content with 
simply making a speech and moving no 
Resolution. [‘ Hear, hear!”] If Lord 
Elgin cannot interpret his own Procla- 
mation, if he is going dishonourably to 
break the terms of it, he is unfit to be 
Viceroy of India. [Cheers.| I do not 
think it fair to come forward and talk 
about honourable adherence to engage- 
ments, and not put your charge in such 
definite shape that the Viceroy can meet 
it. [‘ Hear, hear!”] Lord Elgin framed 
that Proclamation and theIndian Govern- 
ment have interpreted it, and from first 
to last they have contended that it is no 
obstacle whatever to the course they 
propose. [Cheers.] Then the right hon. 
Gentleman, not content with exaggerating 
the cost of the road, says that the whole 
country through which the road passes 
must be annexed and subjugated to 
English rule ; and he assumes that this 
will be done at the point of the 
bayonet, contrary to the wishes of the 
tribes. The truth rather is that the 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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tribes are ready to fall in with the 
arrangements proposed. They are glad 
to get the money, and my belief is that 
the fruit of the expedition will be to 
induce the people to adopt more regular 
habits. I could not help smiling when I 
heard the right hon. Gentleman denounce 
the construction of roads. Why, 150 
years ago he would have used exactly the 
same arguments against opening up the 
Highlands. [ZLaughter.]| The position 
was exactly the same, and if every suc- 
cessive Parliament had taken the view 
he now advocates the Highlands would 
have been to this day an isolated and 
inaccessible part of the United King- 
dom. I believe this road, if the 
negotiations are properly conducted, 
will place our relations with the tribes 
on a better footing than before. Now, 
I think I have answered the main points 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s indictment. 
I have shown that he has esormously 
overrated the calls upon our resources 
which the occupation of Chitral will 
entail ; and I have shown that he has sys- 
tematically disregarded the advice of the 
Indian Government in this matter. I 
should like to add just one word on the 
right hon. Gentleman’s references to 
economy. In my judgment, economy 
does not consist merely in stopping use- 
less expenditure, but it consists also in 
getting a good return for expenditure 
already sanctioned and incurred. The 
right hon. Gentleman was forced to 
sanction this expedition to Chitral. The 
valour, determination, and endurance of 
our soldiers accomplished great feats, and 
have immensely raised our prestige in 
that country. Why then throw away 
all the fruits of the expedition. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] It seems just as much the act 
of a spendthrift to throw away the 
legitimate consequences of a very large 
and necessary expenditure as to incur 
wholly useless and unnecessary expendi- 
ture. [“ Hear, hear!”] But whilst I 
approve strongly of the proposals of the 
Indian Government, I have no desire 
whatever to embark on a frontier policy 
of enterprise, or of annexing all those 
territories to which the hon. Member 
for Cardiff alluded. On the contrary, 
I believe we have now arrived at a 
settlement of our Indian frontier difficul- 
ties. We have, I think, by the arrange- 
ments sanctioned, utilised the results of 
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the Chitral expedition, and my one wish 
now is, looking to the condition of Indian 
finance, to associate with the satisfactory 
settlement of those frontier questions a 
period of quietude and economy. [ Cheers. | 

Srr W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
shire, W.): My right hon. Friend the 
Member for Wolverhampton, in his 
powerful speech, had two objects in his 
plan. First of all, he had to establish 
thatthe policy which the late Government 
pursued was one which, in the cireum- 
stances under which they were placed, 
and with the information in their 
possession, was a sound and wise policy. 
I believe his speech established that 
proposition beyond dispute. They had 
to come to a determination and that 
determination was come to on the informa- 
tion furnished to them by the Indian 
Government in their Dispatch of May 8. 
T do not understand what the noble lord 
means by the charge that we rather 
forced the Indian Government to give 
an opinion upon this subject. Why, 
the Indian Government, after the success 
of the expedition to Chitral, had to 
consider what was next to be done, and 
they laid their views before the Govern- 
ment at home in the Dispatch mentioned. 
Of course there was a question of finance. 
Everybody knows that in those short 
weeks there was an expenditure of some- 
thing like one-and-a-half millions of 
money, and that every week meant an 
expenditure of thousands and tens of 
thousands ; and in the present condition 
of Indian finance it was of the first 
importance that the Government at 
home should determine whether or not 
they were going to continue that expen- 
diture. Therefore it was the duty of the 
Government of India immediately to 
report, and it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment at home, without any unnecessary 
delay, to come to a determination upon 
such report. If they determined that 
the expenditure should not continue 
upon that scale, it was their duty at 
the earliest moment to inform the Indian 
Government of their decision. Therefore 
T must say I entirely dissent from the 
tone of the observations of the noble 
Lord, in which he seems to assume that 
the late Government unduly pressed the 
Government of India in the matter. 
Now, my right hon. Friend has already 
laid before the House what was the 
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character of the Report of the Govern- 
ment of India. I at once accept the 
proposition that the question of this road 
is really the deciding question. Therefore 
the argument does not depend upon the 
policy of making this road. The Govern- 
ment of India, on May 8, told us they 
were perfectly conscious that the course 
they recommended might involve the 
Government in an expense which the 
finances of India could ill afford. They 
were perfectly conscious of that. The 
noble Lord, on the other hand, enters 
upon this expenditure with a light heart, 
and that is because he has a peculiar 
measure of the value of a lakh of rupees. 
I do not wonder that he thinks the road 
avery cheap undertaking. We, on the 
other hand, being under the impression that 
a lakh at par is £10,000, were not able 
to understand how 20 lakhs of rupees 
amount only to £13,000. There are 
many county councils in England which 
would be extremely glad to make a road 
of 180 miles for £13,000. I know that 
in the county in which I reside roads 
cost more per mile than the roads over 
those great passes, according to the esti- 
mate of the Secretary of State, who is 
so careful about financial waste. Such, 
then, was the plan which was laid before 
the late Government by the Government 
of India. Taking that into account, and 
all the political considerations to which 
my right hon. Friend has referred, the 
late Government thought they were not 
justified in countenancing or authorising 
the plan proposed by the Government of 
India. It is a remarkable fact that. when 
this question first arose under the present 
Government the Leader of the House 
stated that new information had come to 
the present Government which had 
altered the whole position from that in 
which the late Government found them- 
selves. Well, that is an indication that 
he thought the decision which the late 
Government arrived at on the informa- 
tion in their possession had not been 
altogether a wrong one, and he laid as 
the foundation of his case for altering 
that policy the subsequent information 
received. Now, what I desire to do is 
to examine what that subsequent infor- 
mation was and how it has really altered 
the situation. The question is, as I said 
before, was this road, and is this road, 
a thing which ought to be made with a 
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view to the occupation of Chitral? It 
is said that it is a very serious thing to 
come into conflict with the Government 
of India upon a subject of that kind. 


Yes, but English Governments have | 
come into conflict with Indian Govern- | 


1» 


ments before now—{ “ Hear, hear ! 
for example, onthe questionof Kandahar. 
No one who heard it at the.time will 
have forgotten the great speech made by 
Lord Hartington defending the evacua- 
tion of Kandahar against the opinion of 
the Government of India; and is there 
any man connected with the Government 
of India now who regrets that decision ? 
[** Hear, hear!”] Would it have been a 
wise thing in reference to our subsequent 
Afghan policy to have maintained the 
occupation of Kandahar? The opinion 
of every man connected with Govern- 
ment in England and in India is that the 
evacuation of Kandahar was a wise and 
judicious policy. But let us consider the 
circumstances which Her Majesty’s 
present advisers consider have altered 
the situation. They telegraphed to the 
Government of India to give them infor- 
mation as to what they thought could be 


done in reference to this road, which | 
they regard as the critical part of the | 


question, and they received an answer, | 
think on August 3, in a Dispatch to 
which the noble Lord refers, and of 
which he complains that my right hon. 
Friend did not read it at length. It is 


not necessary to read it at length, because | 


the whole of this information, which the 
noble Lord says changed the policy of 
the Government, is entirely hypothesis 
and surmise. 


the tribes in reference to the road, and 


my right hon. Friend did not object to | 


that, and gave the Government of India 
leave to enter into negotiations. 
there have been no negotiations ; all that 
is said is that the tribes have been 
“sounded.” I think that is the expres- 
sion, or, at all events, that is all that 
has taken place, and it is surmised that 
the tribes may be friendly in regard to 
this road. Now, two or three years ago 
such an opinion would have been ex- 


pressed in regard to Umra Khan; but! 


what happened ! 
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|—as, | 


The Government of India | 
wished to enter into negotiations with | 


But | 
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| fickleness of these people is admitted by 
Dr. Robertson. Therefore, the mere 
surmise that probably the tribes, or a set 
of tribes, may be friendly is most unsafe 
ground to go upon. It is a very curious 
thing, now that it is assumed that these 
tribes are friendly, that I read yesterday 
in the 7imes a telegram as to the attitude 
of these tribes at this time. It is dated 
Laram, and is headed, “ The Retention 
of Chitral.” It speaks of the withdrawal 
|of a part of the force from Chitral. It 
says the garrison of Chitral, consisting 
of the 3rd Goorkhas, the 25th Punjab 
Infantry, and so forth, and that the 3rd 
Brigade under General Gatacre is 
beginning to withdraw; and then it 
proceeds :— 
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“Tt is apparent that a withdrawal of 10,000 
men in the face of tribes who, though at present 
peacefuly would spring to arms on the smallest 
pretext, is a problem of no little diffienlty, and 
one which requires great skill, patience, and 
adroit manceuvre.”’ ; 


Therefore, at the present time, when the 
tribes are under the influence of our 
victories, and while there is‘a great body 
\of our troops there, the withdrawal of 
| 10,000 troops from the midst of these 
tribes is beset with danger. They are 
peaceful to-day, but they may be our 
enemies to-morrow. Through this country 
you propose to make a road of 180 miles, 
and by this means you rely on a peaceful 
‘occupation. Then the telegram pro- 
ceeds :— 


“The evacuation of the Jandol Valley was 

most skilfully accomplished. without a shot being 

| fired, and the successful carrying out of that 

difficult operation gives reasonable hope that the 

withdrawal from the line of the Panjkora river 
| will be equally successful.” 


This shows that no reliance can possibly 
be placed on the permanent peaceableness 
of these tribes. My right hon. Friend 
has said, and it seems to me to stand to 
reason, that, if you are to rely on these 
peaceable tribes for your road, if the 
| tribes cease to be peaceable you will have 
'to subdue them by force and so occupy 
_your road. Now, the noble Lord in his 
| Dispatch uses these words :— 


“Tt was apparent from your letter of May 8 


There were wars of | that your Government was not without appre- 


succession such as made up so much of |hension that the task of opening up this road 


the history of Eastern States, and tribes 
which are friendly to-day become our 
enemies to-morrow. 


Sir W. Iarcourt. 


might, if it were to necessitate the military 
coercion of the tribes and the interference with 
their independence, be one of such great cost 


The extraordinary | and involving such embarrassing complications 
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as to render it of doubtful expediency; but in 
your opinion this question, both in its financial 
and political aspects, depended on the attitude 


which might be assumed by the tribes, and you | 


indicated that if amicable arrangements could 
be secured and they could be persuaded to become 
responsible for the safety of the road, the cost 
need not be prohibitive.”’ 


What, then, is the condition of the occu- | 


pation of Chitral? That the tribes 
become guarantee for the security of the 
road. But how can you rely on these 
tribes? The noble Lord continues :— 


“ But your information is still incomplete as 
to the exact cost of the scheme, and I felt some 
doubts as to the absolute necessity of permanently 
maintaining regular troops on the Malakand 


Pass, and as to whether the tribes would see in | 


this an infringement of the Proclamation.”’ 


The Government of India sent proposals 
that, in addition to the tribes, there 
should be quartered on the road three 
regiments and a battery, and, of course, 
the tribes would see an infringement of 
the Proclamation in the quartering of 
these troops in their midst. The noble 
Lord, then, was perfectly right in telling 
the Government of India he had doubts 
on the point. But how is this road going 
to be kept? By native levies? If the 
road is attacked you must defend it, and 
this road of 180 miles is in charge of 
native levies and of tribes not to be 
depended upon from month to month, or, 
indeed, from day to day. If the tribes 
do not choose to defend the road, and 
regard it as a menace to their indepen- 


dence, what becomes of your Proclama- | 


tion ? This is where the moral considera- 
tion to which my right hon. Friend 


referred comes in with enormous force ; | 


it deprives you of the power of really 
defending the road on which the occupa- 
tion of Chitral must depend, because you 
cannot use force to defend the road, 
having given an undertaking. So then 
you go to the expense of making a road 
and have no security for the safety of it 
when made. Chitral, then, will be held 
under a sort of tenancy at will, a tenancy 
dependent on the will of the tribes along 
the road. I cannot conceive a more 
insecure tenancy. Where in any other 
part of the frontier do you hold a road 
on such terms? But this is what you 
declare in your Proclamation, and that, 
I suppose, is what the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs meant in his allusion, 
for he must have seen that the use of the 
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road depends on the good-will of wild 
and fickle tribes, and there is no securitiy 
of occupation. Then the noble Lord 
says :— 


Revenue Accounts. 


“The Government of India say it will cost 
| nothing, that it will lead to no increase of the 
Indian Army.” 


| Has the Government of India never been 


mistaken on that subject before? Did 
| they not give assurances that the expedi- 
| tion to Afghanistan was to cost one and 
|a-half millions? It cost, I believe, 
| 22 millions. I have never known a 
| single case in which the Estimates made 
'by the Indian Government have not 
| been proved to be greatly and disastrously 
| below the mark. I was glad to hear the 
/noble Lord express his strong sense of 
the impolicy of loading India with 
| additional expenditure. I was very glad 
to hear him say that the discontent 
which might be produced in India 
by additional taxation would be a far 
greater danger to India herself than any 
she has to fear from attacks upon her 
| frontier by foreign nations. The great 
thing you have to fear is that you shall 
create discontent among the people of 
India. As long as you have the people 
of India your friends, satisfied with the 
justice and policy of your rule, your 
Empire there will be safe. You may 
rely on your Army, which has shown 
| upon a recent occasion its vigour, its 
| valour, and its indomitable pluck. 
| [Cheers.] But if you have that Army 
on the frontier of a people which you are 
oppressing by taxation which they are 
unable to bear, you will have behind 
you and upon your communications a 
far greater peril than any which you 
apprehend and for which you are 
making advances of this character. | 
read in this Dispatch that the noble 
Lord is not satisfied with the informa- 
tion he has yet received. He charges 
us with making up our minds upon 
information that was incomplete. Well, 
he cannot have made up his mind, for 
in the very last paragraph he says the 
information is still incomplete. How, 
then, can he have made up his mind as 
to the course we are pursuing in the 
circumstances? It is quite plain that 
he has not accepted the plan laid before 
him by the Government of India. I do 
hope that before the country is finally 
committed to a course which I believe 
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will be highly injurious to the finances 
of India, and, so far from giving strength 
to your frontier defence, will only 
weaken it, the Government at home will 
require much fuller information as to 


the cost of this expedition and as to| 


the situation in which we stand with 
reference to these tribes. It is upon 
our situation in reference to these tribes 
that the matter must be judged, and 
I do hope that before the country is 
committed to a policy of this gravity, 
we may have much more satisfactory in- 
formation than any which the Govern- 
ment is thinking of acting upon, and 
upon which, as it appears to me from 
the Dispatch of the noble Lord himself, 
he has not finally made up his mind. 


have risen to address the House had it 
not been for the direct allusion to him- 
self in the speech of the right hon. 


Gentleman who brought the subject 
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hon. Friend had enormously exaggerated 
the difficulty and danger of making roads 
between the political and administrative 
frontier of India. It was quite possible 
that the road now in question might be 
a difficult road to make and hold; but 
it was equally possible that that might 
not be the case. Roads had been made 
outside the frontier of India over hundreds 
of miles of territory, and the making of 
them had been absolutely justified by 
what had followed. He did not wish 
to express any confident opinion upon 
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the policy of holding this country ; all 
‘that he wished to argue was that with 
|regard to the road as it stood, it was 
| quite possible, without any actual war or 
any great military cantonment, to keep it 
*Srr C. DILKE said, he should not 


open, for the natives might be willing to do 


'so for their own sake. The position of the 


Government was that the roaa was to be 
held by tribal levies without anything 
being done to infringe the Proclamation. 





before the House. He might express| His right hon. Friend had referred to 
his regret that there should not have | the frontier of India, and he condemned 
been a Motion made. The right hon./in strong language indeed going beyond 
Gentleman had put a Motion on the|the frontier; and he used the term 
Paper and so excluded other Motions, | annexation, which was also employed by 
and then did not move it. He thought  thehon.MemberforCardiff. Hisrighthon. 
that was to be regretted so far as the| Friend, in giving the history of Chitral, 
course of public debate was concerned. | showed that long ago it came under 
The hon. Member for Cardiff and his| British influence. When in 1881 it was 
Seconder seemed to him to have placed | proposed to withdraw the Agency, doubt 
their Motion on the Paper for the pur-| was expressed as to whether it was safe, 
pose of preventing some other subject| but it was laid down that the with- 
coming on. Indeed the Seconder actually | drawal made no change in the policy 
spoke against the terms of the Motion| with regard to Chitral. They had ad- 
itself so far as he understood them. The ; mitted that Chitral became a feudatory 
hon. Member for Bethnal Green said | State, and they had given money help. 
that he was in favour of the annexation | Mr. Gladstone’s first Government in 
of Chitral ; but on the merits of this case| 1880 endorsed that view. In 1892 
he held diametrically opposite views to|the Member for Wolverhampton and 
the proposer of the Motion. He should | the Leader of the Opposition agreed to 
not have alluded to these two hon. | increase our Chitral subsidy ; all through, 
Members or their speeches but for the|down to the recent action of the late 
fact that the hon. Member for Cardiff! Government, successive Governments 
had introduced into the Debate state- invariably followed the opinion of the 
ments which showed so imperfect an|Government of India. They never 
acquaintance with the whole subject attempted to over-rule it. Then there 
that he was afraid he had misled the came a very sudden change, and it was 
House of Commons. The hon. Gentle- | upon that thathe justified theinterruption 
man repeatedly alluded to the fortifi-| which he had made. The late Govern- 
cation of the passes leading into India| ment acted very rapidly upon the Dis- 
as the particular policy he condemned.) patch of the 9th of May. They must 
There was not a single one of these | have received it during the Whitsuntide 
passes fortified with the exception of the | holidays, and then, after a few days, on 
Khyber Pass, which was only fortified | the 13th June, they reversed the unani- 
against infantry. He thought his right} mous opinion of the Government of 


Sir W. Harcourt. 
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India—the first time that that opinion 
had been departed from in such ques- 
tions. The right hon. Gentleman had 
taken the opinion of these great military 
authorities no doubt, for there was on 
the other side the opinion of Sir Donald 
Stewart. He asked the attention of the 
House to the very sharp point of con- 
troversy between himself and the right 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton. 
What was the principle at issue when 
they reversed or accepted the opinion of 
the Government of India? The Duke of 
Argyll in his famous Dispatch—twice 
laid on the Table of the House—had 
always been taken as a masterpiece on 
that subject. It expressed the consti- 
tutional view on this question. The 
Dispatch laid it down : 

‘Such powers of control as are claimed for 
the Secretary of State must be used with great 
deliberation, and on the rarest occasions.”’ 

The Duke was then in Mr. Gladstone’s 
Administration. These words were 
taken note of by the Government of 
India, and accepted. What he wanted 
to know was whether this principle was 
applied in the Chitral case. He had not 
forgotten the Kandahar case, but in that 
case the Government of India were not 
unanimous. There were two questions 
there. There was the question whether we 
should hold Kandahar and the Pishin 
Valley, or whether we should hold the 
Pishin Valley without Kandahar. They 
had had three Members of the Council 
in India with the month at question : the 
Viceroy, the Military Member of the 
Council, and the Finance Member of 
the Council, such weighty names that 
they finally very largely overcame the 
opposition towards them. The Finance 
Member at that time was Major Baring. 

*Sir H. FOWLER said, the Finance 
Member of Council was Sir John 
Strachey. 

*Sir C. DILKE said, at the time he 
spoke of, Major Baring, now Lord 
Cromer, was the Finance Member. Those 
were very weighty names, and they had 
against them other very weighty names. 
But what did they do? They argued with 
them for months and months, and finally 
yielded to them on the Pishin portion of 
the case, and by doing that they carried 
a not very unwilling dissent from those 
Members of the Council who had been 
opposed to them with regard to Kanda- 
har. For two years they agreed to stay 
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temporarily in Pishin, and then ended by 
staying therealtogether. That was what 
he called “great deliberation,” a delib- 
eration which had been entirely lacking 
on the present occasion. He was one of 
those who believed that it was not by 
over-ruling the Government of India 
from time to time upon some question 
of frontier policy, but by considering 
larger changes of policy, that they should 
be able to bring the finances of India 
into order. The hon. Member for Cardiff 
thought that annexations were the main 
cause of the difficulties of Indian finance ; 
there were others who ascribed them to 
the complications with silver which had 
arisen in modern times. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Bethnal Green appeared to share 
the views of the Government with regard 
to this particular annexation, as he called 
it. He, himself, should not call it by 
that name, but, at all events, there was, 
common to the Mover and Seconder of 
this Resolution, and common also to a 
larger number of Members of that House, 
a very uneasy feeling in regard to the 
condition of Indian affairs. He believed 
there was much to be done in the way of 
civil economy and civil reform in India, 
but, apart from that question, he con- 
tended they would never deal adequately 
with this question of military expenditure 
of India until they radically revised 
the whole of their military system. 
They had an expensive system of white 
army, and they would have to alter it 
into a cheaper system of white army be- 
fore they could make both ends meet. 
Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banff 
shire) regretted that the Papers relating 
to Chitral had not been published earlier. 
The right hon. Member for Wolver- 
hampton complained that the Blue-book 
did not contain all the necessary Papers, 
but the late Government had had it in 
their power to publish all the Papers 
and Documents at an earlier stage, and 
that he thought would have been a right 
and proper course to take. If the case 
had been put before the public the late 
Government would have received a great 
deal of support in the decision at which 
they ultimately arrived. As regarded 
that decision, he entirely concurred in 
the views that the late Government 
took. He thanked the right hon. Gen- 
tleman for the way in which he had 
sought to raise this question from one of 
mere temporary expediency, or money 
3T 
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consideration, to a higher level. He 
should be prepared to vote with his hon. 
Friend the Member for Cardiff upon the 
Amendment, because it covered the 
ground occupied by the Chitral question, 
as well as many other similar questions. 
The hon. Member for Bethnal Green 
should, he suggested, have seconded the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Cardiff, but he regretted that the hon. 
Member’s reasons were, if he might say 
80, opposed to the whole educated opinion 
of India. He was sorry that Mr. 
Naoroji had not been returned to the 
House, as he could speak more authori- 
tatively on behalf of the Indian people. 
He thought that in that discussion the 
opinion of the people of India was a 
very important one. He thought the 
public opinion of this country would in- 
sist that the question should be looked at 
from a broader and higher point of view, 
and that they would have to consider 
that these aggressions upon our weaker 
neighbours in India—this forward policy 
as it was called—was right and just. 
We had no quarrel with these people, 
and we had no right to deprive them of 
their land and liberty. He thought that 
a black man was as much entitled to his 
life, liberty and property as a white 
man. To the ordinary man, the terms 
of our Proclamation to the Chitralis con- 
veyed the idea that we only intended to 
enter that country for the purpose of re- 
lieving Dr. Robertson, and that we 
would not interfere with the independ- 
ence and liberty of any of the tribes there. 
He did not care who were the people 
who upheld the present action, for he 
said that, primarily, Ministers were 
the responsible people, and that they 
must take the responsibility, and they 
could not put it off on Lord Elgin or 
anyone else. Then, as regarded the 
grounds upon which the present forward 
movement had been justified, the Leader 
of the House placed it on two main 
grounds. One was the question of pres- 
tige ; he said that if we abandoned any 
territories that we had once occupied, 
we should strike a blow at our prestige. 
He thought that his right hon. Friend 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 
(Sir Henry Fowler) very rightly objected 
to that word as being a governing rule 
for our action. What did the word 
“ prestige” mean? Dr. Johnson had 
said that it was the Latin for “lie.” In 


Sir W. Wedderburn. 
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a dictionary which he had consulted, he 
found the first meaning to be “ illusion,” 
that meant self-deception ; and the next 
meaning given was “imposture,” that 
meant the deceiving of others. He left the 
Government to choose which of the two 
meanings they would adopt. The second 
reason given by the Leader of the House, 
was that, from a financial point of view, 
it would cost us little or nothing and 
that it would not be expensive, and he 
said that he had had assurances from 
the Government of India that the ex- 
penditure would not be very large. 
This information which had now justified 
the change of policy turned out to be 
simply a statement of the political 
officers, to the effect that the tribes 
would agree to having this road pass 
through their territories. He did not 
think that anyone who had studied these 
matters would be impressed with the 
correctness of the information obtained 
by the political officers on the frontier. 
Really, by far the best way of getting 
reliable information was the old method 
of placing a native Agent in these border 
places. He was a Mahommedan, 
generally of priestly position. He could 
mingle with the people and could give 
exact information upon all border ques- 
tions, without raising the same suspicion 
or prejudice that a European officer 
raised ; and he was able to live there 
without creating disturbances or rivalries 
among the different claimants for the 
Throne, or those who advocated different 
policies. The native Agents did not get 
us into these difficulties that Dr. Robert- 
son did in the case of Chitral. Anybody 
reading the Blue-book would see what a 
humiliating position we were placed in 
through the interference of the British 
officer, who carried with him all the 
authority of the British Government. 
As regarded the cost, the Estimates were 
very unsatisfactory, and this had been 
the case in the Afghan War of 1877 and 
the Abyssinian War. It was remarkable 
that we should be regretting the policy 
started by Lord Lytton in 1878, which 
had brought us so much disaster, loss, 
and disgrace. Lord Lawrence’s policy, 
on the other hand, was based on ex- 
perience and common sense. He said 
that Nature had given us a strong ram- 
part of rock, and mountains, and torrents, 
and that we should maintain those 
natural boundaries. Nature had also 
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provided volunteers to man those ram- 
parts in the native tribes, who hated 
foreign interference of any kind. It 
was just the same as if a farmer had a 
thick, thorny hedge round his orchard. 
He would be very foolish if he were 
to remove those thorns and briars, and 
still more foolish if he were to spend his 
substance in cutting a hole through 
that hedge and let the thieves through 
to steal his fruit. If we made this road 
fit for artillery, though he was not an 
alarmist, he must say that we were just 
paving the way for a Russian invasion. 
That meant more common sense, and 
that was the view which Lord Roberts 
held in 1880, when he was responsible 
for the defence of India. The noble 
Lord then held that, the longer and more 
difficult the road along which an enemy 
must approach through the mountain 
passes was, the better it would be for 
the defence, and that, so far from short- 
ening such a road by a single mile or 
rendering it easier, he would prefer to 
lengthen the road and to increase the 
difficulties of it. That was the opinion 
of Lord Roberts at that time, and the 
noble Lord had not written or said any- 
thing since that detracted in any way 
from the force of that statement. The 
noble Lord had certainly written a letter 
to The Times in which he said that the 
defence of such a road would depend 
very much upon the friendly feeling of 
the natives to our Government. Was it 
not a curious thing that we should go 
among these tribes and, by robbing them 
of the independence which they valued so 
highly, make them our enemies? A gen- 
tleman who was well acquainted with 
the state of feeling that existed among 
the mountain tribes on our Indian 
frontier had said that they always re- 
garded the first invaders as their enemies, 
and the second invaders as their de- 
liverers. The proper course for us to 
take in the matter was to leave the 
native tribes alone, and to persuade 
them that we did not want their country 
because we did not think it worth 
taking, and then they would regard us 
as their best friends, and if any pressure 
were put upon them by either Russia or 
the Ameer, they would at once throw 
themselves into our arms. That was 
the policy that had been pursued by 
Lord Lawrence, Lord Mayo, and Lord 
Northbrook, and it was only set aside by 
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Lord Lytton. They ought to return to 
the well-tried system, which had been 
found both effective and economical. 
By pursuing an opposite policy we 
should suffer from loss of prestige, we 
should meet with great financial difficul- 
ties, and we should cause great dissatis- 
faction among the people of India. As 
regarded the financial question involved 
in the imposition of the Indian Cotton 
Import Duties, he hoped that the hon. 
Members from Lancashire would carefully 
examine into the matter, because, if a 
policy of annexation were to be pursued, 
those duties would have to be raised 
from five to ten per cent. Such a policy 
was unjust, because under it the tribes 
would be deprived of their lands and 
liberties. Moreover, to follow such a 
policy would be an act of bad faith, 
because all those people thoroughly 
understood that we only intended to 
occupy their country until our immediate 
purpose was fulfilled. Such a policy 
would be ruinous both politically and 
financially, while the people of India 
would see money spent in a needless 
way, and would see no hope of ever 
getting the taxation which pressed so 
heavily upon the poor of the country 
lightened, or applied to those purposes 
of improvement and advancement which 
we were so anxious to see carried into 
effect. He, therefore, fully approved 
of the policy of the late Government in 
reference to this question. He believed 
that the policy which was good then 
was good now, and that so far from any 
change in the circumstances of India 
having occurred which would make the 
policy less successful, everything tended 
to show that it would be more effective 
than ever. The fact that the boun- 
daries of India had been delimited on 
the frontiers of Russia and of the 
Ameer’s country, ought to induce us to 
return to the good, old, and humane 
policy which had given India a full 
treasury, and friendly neighbours on the 
frontiers, and a contented people at 
home. 

*Sir ANDREW SCOBLE (Hackney, 
Central) said, that having been a 
member of the Government of India at 
the time when the Gilghit Agency was 
re-established in 1889, he hoped that 
the House would permit him to make 
some observations. The right hon. 
Gentleman the late Secretary for India 
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had said that in going to Chitral we 
were going beyond the boundaries of 
India; but the right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to forget that there was not 
only a British India, but the India of 
which Her Majesty was Empress and 
over which she exercised political con- 
trol, and that Chitral was certainly 
within the sphere of her dominions. 
That was clearly shown by the defi- 
nition of India in the  Interpre- 
tation Act of 1889. The Government 
of India had merely discharged an 
imperative duty in relieving the British 
officers who were being besieged in 
Chitral, and that duty having been dis- 
charged, the only question now before 
the House was as to what was to be 
done with Chitral. It might be per- 
fectly true that the result of our 
agreement with Russia as to the 
delimitation of the Pamir frontier 
would render it improbable that Russia 
will give us any trouble in that quarter 
of the globe, but we must not overlook 
the fact that no longer ago than 1878 
Russia had set troops in motion by the 
Pamir route with the avowed intention 
of stirring up the tribes of the Hindu- 
Kush so as to cause trouble on the 
Peshawar border. The march of these 
troops was only stopped by the Treaty 
of Berlin. What had happened before 
might happen again. It therefore ap- 
peared to him that the Indian Govern- 
ment were perfectly right in taking steps 
to secure our frontier in that direction. 
He submitted that we had good reasons 
for retaining our hold on Chitral. It 
had been assumed that the Indian 
Government intended to annex Chitral ; 
but so far as he could gather it had 
never entered into the minds of any 
one connected with the Government 
of India to annex that country. It 
seemed to be thought there could not be 
a military occupation, temporary or 
permanent, in any part of India unless 
there was annexation. There were mili- 
tary occupations in various parts of the 
country, but the native chiefs did not 
consider themselves annexed because 
there was a British force cantoned in 
their territory. It was said we were 
going to force on the tribes a mountain 
road to Chitral. The correspondence 
contained no evidence of any such in- 
tention ; on the contrary, it appeared 
that there was every probability of a 
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peaceful arrangement for the road being 
made. Experience showed that the 
tribes might be trusted as guarantors 
for the security of such roads. In Belu- 
chistan there was not only a road, but a 
railroad, under the protection of the 
tribes through which it passed. On the 
facts he failed to see what objection 
there could be to the course the Govern- 
ment proposed to pursue. It was un- 
fortunate that the question of Chitral 
should have been mixed up with the 
wider question raised by the hon. 
Member for Cardiff. In the last Parlia- 
ment they had sad experiences of the 
result of academic Resolutions passed by 
the House, such as those on the system 
of examinations for the Indian Civil 
Service and the opium traffic. The latter 
resulted in the appointment of a Com- 
mission which entirely destroyed the 
case of the anti-opiumists. He hoped 
the House would not accept the Resolu- 
tion of the hon. Member for Cardiff. So 
far as its principle went there was no 
great objection to it, but he feared it 
would cause embarrassment in time to 
come. [Cheers.] 

*Sr H. FOWLER: I will not 
attempt to make another speech, but 
there are one or two personal explana- 
tions due to myself and the Government 
of India which I wish to make to 
prevent misconception. The right hon. 
Member for the Forest of Dean com- 
plained of the want of ‘deliberation that 
the late Government appeared to have 
shown in coming to a decision on the 
question. He seemed to be under the 
impression that the Dispatch sent on 
May 8 and received towards the end of 
the month, was answered offhand on 
June 13 by telegram. No one knows 
better than the right hon. Baronet that 
a large number of communications are 
being constantly received in London from 
India. On April 18 I was perfectly aware 
what the policy of the Government of 
India was. On May 9—the day after 
the Dispatch—I received a private 
telegram telling me what the effect of 
the Dispatch was. On May 27, the 
Government of India pressed me to 
indicate what the Cabinet intended to 
do, and on June 5 for the decision of 
the Cabinet ; and whether our decision is 
rightor wrong, no Government ever made 
a more careful examination of the Papers 
before giving a decision than the late 
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Government, whose decision I sent by 
telegram. If we had not left office I 
should have sent a Dispatch in a few 
days fully explaining the question. 
Another misconception I am_ perhaps 
to blame for. The noble Lord opposite 
thinks I have cast a reflection on the 
Government of India with reference 
to the Proclamation. I can assure him 
and the House that it was not my 
intention to do so. What I did was 
what the noble Lord said in his telegram 
of August 9 :—‘ Do nothing to infringe 
the terms of the Proclamation,” and at 
the conclusion of the last Dispatch he 
cautioned the Government to strictly 
keep to the conditions of the Proclam- 
ation. Iam satisfied that Lord Elgin 
and his colleagues had no intention to 
violate the terms of the Proclamation. 
The Indian Government believe—I do not 
agree with them, but I will not trouble 
the House with the reasons why—that 
peaceful arrangements can be made for 
the construction of this road. If they 
are made, of course there will be no 
violation of the terms of the Proclama- 
tion. The argument I submitted was 
that it was impossible to make the road 
by means of peaceful arrangements, and 
to make it without them would be 
annexation ; but that was a question of 
argument, and it was not one of imputa- 
tion upon Lord Elgin, for whom I 
have profound respect, and I hope that 
he and his Government will believe I 
had no intention to cast the slightest 
reflection on their good faith. I will 
not pursue the little personal conflict I 
had with my right hon. Friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. He 
and I were speaking of two different 
times. I spoke of one part of the 
transaction and he of another. There 
is no doubt that in the Debate to which 
I referred Mr. Gibson, now Lord Ash- 
bourne, twitted my right hon. Friend 
with not having told the House what 
the opinion of the Government was, and 
asserted that, with the solitary excep- 
tion of Major Baring, the Indian 
Government opposed the evacuation 
of Kandahar, and Lord Hartington 
stated at that time that Sir Donald 
Stewart also opposed that policy. 
That is a trivial matter, but, whether 
our position is right or wrong, I should 
like, in justice to my colleagues and 
myself, to repudiate the suggestion that 
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it was arrived at without full considera- 
tion or in a hurried manner. The con- 
sideration of the question was going on 
for several weeks, and we did not arrive 
at our decision without the most anxious 
care. 
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Question put, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 28.—(Division List, No. 38.) 


137 ; 
Main Question proposed. 


IMPORT DUTIES ON INDIAN COTTON. 


Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE (Burn- 
ley) said, he was sorry to have to raise, 
at such a late period of the Session, and 
in such a small house, the question of 
the Import Duties on Indian Cotton, 
which was a question of the greatest im- 
portance to a large number of people in 
this country. If there was anything 
more patent than another in the late 
appeal to the Constituencies, it was the 
stern resolve of the people of Lancashire 
that this matter should not be allowed 
to sleep, but that it should be pressed 
again and again on the attention of 
Parliament if necessary. It would be 
remembered that, much to the surprise 
of the House of Commons, and certainly 
very much to the surprise of the Mem- 
bers for Lancashire, in the beginning of 
last year, it was announced that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton, then Secretary for 
India, had yielded—he would not say to 
his better judgment—but to the repre- 
sentations made by the Indian Govern- 
ment, and decided, without carrying 
with him the sympathies of his col- 
leagues in the Cabinet, to impose Import 
Duties on ‘cotton sent to India. Unfor- 
tunately, owing to the Rules of the 
House, the representatives of those 
whose interests were affected had little 
or no opportunity of discussing the ques- 
tion until it was almost, to use the 
words of the right hon. Gentleman, “a 
closed question ;” and the present Lord 
James, then the representative of an 
important Lancashire Constituency, had, 
on the 2lst February, to move the 
adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to it. An important and 
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interesting Debate followed. He ven- 
tured to say that the arguments against 
the imposition of the Duties were not 
exhausted in that Debate, and that the 
eloquence and the admirable flights of 
patriotism in which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Wolverhampton 
indulged, did not deal with the com- 
mercial aspects of the question. The 
Motion against the Duties was rejected, 
much to the disappointment of those 
who hoped the House of Commons 
would take a reasonable view of the 
matter. On May 27th following the 
Debate, a deputation from those in- 
terested in the cotton trade waited on 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton, and laid before the 
right hon. Gentleman, as he _ himself 
would admit, the objections to the 
Duties with great force and detail. 
Before the right hon. Gentleman could 
give his reply to the representatives of 
the deputation a General Election took 
place, a new Government came into 
office, and, much to his satisfaction and 
to the satisfaction of every Member for 
Lancashire, the noble Lord the Member 
for Ealing was appointed Secretary for 
India, because, on this question, the 
views of the noble Lord had been con- 
sistent and straightforward since 1876. 
The right hon. Gentleman has declared 
that the Import Duties on cotton goods 
was unjust to the consumers of India as 
well as to the producers of India ; and 
that there was little or no hope of the 
countervailing Excess Duties fulfilling 
the purposes for which they were in- 
tended. Other Members of the present 
Government also spoke in the Debate of 
February 21st. The right hon Gentle- 
man the Member for Preston, whom he 
was glad to see in his present position as 
Secretary to the Treasury, then used the 
argument that while _ self-governing 
Colonies, if they liked, might adopt the 
mistaken policy of imposing Import 
Duties, in the case of India, for whose 
finances this country was responsible, 
for the Indian Government to adopt a 
Mr. Philip Stanhope. 
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protective policy was inimical to the 
best interests of the people of India. He 
(Mr. Stanhope) maintained that we 
ought to adopt and maintain in India 
the policy we have adopted and main- 
tained at home—namely, that while 
there might be Import Duties for 
Revenue purposes upon spirits, tobacco, 
wines, and other such articles, an article 
of vital necessity to the people of India 
like cotton—which was used in enor- 
mous quantities by the people of India, 
and was practically their only attire— 
should be left absolutely free. Unfor- 
tunately that view did not prevail with 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton. The right hon. 
Gentleman accepted the view of the 
Government of India that the Import 
Duties should be imposed on the under- 
standing that there was an absolutely 
countervailing Excess Duty. He main- 
tained that that Excess Duty was not 
absolutely countervailing. In the first 
place, it gave to the native manufac- 
turers of India an absolute monopoly 
over all the lower qualities of cotton 
cloth. All kinds under 20 counts being 
absolutely free, the native manufacturers 
had an absolute monopoly in that pro- 
duction, and they were able to embark 
their capital with the knowledge that 
that monopoly could not be attacked 
under the present arrangements. But 
it was said by the Government of India 
that all counts under 20 were practically 
already a monopoly of the Indian manu- 
facturers, and that Lancashire was un- 
able to compete with them. That was a 
mistake. In an able pamphlet drawn 
up by Mr. Whittaker on behalf of the 
Joint Employers and Workers Com- 
mittee, it was pointed out with great 
force that the low prices, and possibly 
lower prices of American cotton, made 
it possible for Lancashire to compete 
even in these lower counts, and that 
Lancashire, with the energy she gene- 
rally shows in such matters, would pro- 
bably embark on such competition, were 
it not that the present countervailing 
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Cotton Duty practically created a mono- 
poly for the Indian manufacturer. The 
next point was that there should be on 
the one hand a 5 per cent. ad valorem 
Duty on imported cloth, and, on the 
other hand, there should only be a 5 per 
cent, Duty on the yarn in India. It 
had been pointed out that the yarn was 
the only cost in the cloth. No doubt it 
formed, by far, the greater portion of 
the cost. Let them assume that the 
yarn was 70 per cent. of the actual cost 
of the cloth. That meant that the 
manufacturer in India practically only 
paid 70 per cent. of the Duty paid by 
his competitor in Lancashire. It was 
argued that they had to pay more for 
machinery and coal, and that, conse- 
quently, they ought to enjoy the ad- 
vantage. But,on the other hand, the 
manufacturers in India had an enormous 
market for free labour, and they had 
not got Factory Bills, which, though he 
entirely approved of them, impeded 
the free working of the manufacturer. 
On these grounds the countervailing duty 
was not and would not be effective for 
the purpose which it was intended to 
serve. It was true that the Secretary of 
State had received representations sent 
by the Joint Committee, and that he 
proposed to await the answer of the 
Indian Government before giving a 
decisive reply ; but from one quarter at 
all events he had already had his reply. 
In the Times a few days ago there was a 
significant telegram which was a quota- 
tion from the Pioneer —one of the leading 
Anglo-Indian papers. These are the 
words :— 


“We are not concerned to claim undiluted 
unselfishness for Calcutta and Bombay, but we 
know a good deal more about the depth and 
strength of the agitation over the cotton duties 
than Lord George Hamilton, and if he imagines 
that it was the work merely of local coteries of 
interested merchants, he is totally and lament- 
ably mistaken. Lord George, moreover, has 
apparently yet to learn the rudimentary lesson 
that, where questions of Indian finance are con- 
cerned, even the shrieking units of society in 
the Europeanised communities of Bombay and 
Calcutta have a far better claim to be heard 
than the shrieking units of Manchester and 
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Oldham. It is a mere waste of power toask the 
Government of India to draw up a fresh minute 
on this subject. Their views have been given in 
the fullest and clearest manner possible, and it 
would be wiser for Lord Salisbury’s Ministry to 
make up their minds at once that the cotton 
duties must remain.”’ 


If that was the view of Anglo-India, he 
was at one with that newspaper in saying 
that any representation we might make, 
by deputation or otherwise, might be in- 
effectual for achieving the object in view. 
It seemed to him that this question had 
yet to be fought out again and again, 
perhaps, in the House of Commons. It 
would have to be constantly debated and 
pressed on the attention of the House on 
every convenient occasion. Lancashire 
had been called selfish and greedy in 
respect of this agitation. Lancashire 
was nothing of the sort. Lancashire had 
a right to have its voice on trade ques- 
tions that affected its interest so deeply. 
Lancashire raised this question in the 
interest of commercial freedom. It re- 
garded import duties as restraints of 
trade, and it regarded these duties in 
particular as crippling a great industry. 
He hoped that in time Members of the 
Government might be inclined to take a 
more favourable view of the matter. He 
was aware that in this Government, as 
in all Governments, there were some 
skeletons in the cupboard. There was, 
for instance, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for St. George’s, Han- 
over Square, who, in the Debate of the 
21st February, did not share the view of 
the noble Lord, and who made a speech 
of the character which he did with such 
adroitness and skill—a speech of a 
character that might be called sitting on 
the fence in this matter. However, he 
hoped the Secretary of State and the 
Government would understand that in 
raising this question the opponents of 
the duty were only keeping the question 
alive, that they meant to keep the ques- 
tion alive, and they meant on every con- 
venient occasion to push the matter to a 
division, and to show that in this question 
of trade, which had so much to do with 
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the success of the Unionist Party at the 
General Election—that in the question 
of trade, at all events, there was some 
interest to be shown by the Unionist 
Party, that they would be expected to 
redeem their pledges upon it. He had 
occasion, in the course of the Election, to 
traverse Lancashire from end to end, 
and he averred that there was no place 
in Lancashire, county or borough, the 
walls of which were not plastered with 
enormous bills calling on the electors to 
vote for So-and-so and the repeal of the 
cotton duties. [A cry of “No.”] He 
was sorry the hon. Member who cried 
‘“No,” and who represented a_ sea- 
side constituency, had not a few factory 
operatives in his constituency to awaken 
his conscience inthe matter. He believed 
that Lancashire Members opposite, re- 
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upon the poorer classes of India, and 
that it was they who should be taxed to 
supply the needs of the Exchequer. 
Then there was the Calcutta Trades 
Association, which, first of all, proposed 
the early abolition of the income tax, 
and then proceeded warmly to back up 
the cotton duties. With regard to the 
income tax, this Association said :— 
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“Pressing as it does chiefly upon Anglo- 
Indians, its retention is a perfection of 
cruelty.”’ 


| Another Chamber of Commerce advo- 
‘cated the cotton duties solely to relieve 
the official classes from the puyment of 
Indian taxes. Next there were the 
mill companies, such as the Egerton 
Mills Company. This is what a Mr. 
| Gilbert, said :— 





turned as they were very largely in| 
consequence of the views they held on| «It is a far cry from Bombay to Calcutta, 
this matter, would assist him in keep- | and it seems to me Bombay is being sacrificed 
‘ | At present we cannot work at a profit. The 
ing the Government up to the level, | Government of India had far better say the 
and in ensuring that the Government | Bombay mills should be dismantled and be 
hci \nink etehd te ia teak ted cli | honest. At present our mill interest has com- 
shou ‘no yie e interested c ique | pletely gone to ruin.” 

in India who were at the bottom of this | 


agitation. It was said the agitation in| From a careful analysis of ten of the 
India was purely and solely in the largest cotton mills in India, he found 
interest of the people of India. To-| that between the beginning of April of 
wards the end of last Parliament a | Jast year and the beginning of June of this 
Report was sent containing the views of | year, the share capital of these companies 
the various Chambers of Commerce in | had appreciated no less than 46 per cent. 





India upon the subject. 
India Chamber of Commerce at Cawn- 
pore said :— 


“ Apart from the inconsistency and invidious- 
ness of the Bill in excluding cotton goods when 
practically everything else consumed by the 
community is taxed, a further cogent argument 
lies in the fact that most of the articles liable to 
duty under the new Schedule form necessities of 
life to the classes who already suffer most from 
low exchange, and who bear the burden of the 
income tax and the direct and other cesses im- 
posed by the Provincial Government. If, how- 
ever, cotton goods are freed, the symmetry of 
the tax is at once destroyed, for these are the 
only commodities of foreign production used by 
the masses, and thus a very large section of the 
population would escape from contributing to 
the needs of the State.” 


That was to say, the argument on behalf 
of these duties was that they would fall 


Mr, Philip Stanhope. 


The Upper | 


|He did not know why the commercial 
community should at once have so 
| hurriedly given an increased value of 46 
per cent. to their shares if they did not 
believe that there was going to be estab- 
jlished practically protection in the 
interests of the Indian millowner. Upon 
this subject at all events the Secretary 
of India was absolutely sound. He said 
on the 21st February of this year that— 


“He agreed they should listen sympathetically 
to the voice of India, but if they wanted to hear 
the view of India, Bombay and Calcutta were 
not the places to hear it. Those European cities 
did not represent India, and the peculiarity of 
modern India was that certain sections of those 
two capitals having adopted Western ideas, ha 

developed with singular skill the methods o 

agitation. The result was there was no country 
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in the world where the shrinking units of 
society could make themselves so well heard, 
eae the millions were so quiescent as in 
India.” 


It was because the millions of India were 
quiescent that so many of these questions 
were maltreated in that House. It was 
because we allowed the Government of 
India to embark in costly frontier policy, 
and to spend millions on extravagant 
military administration, that there was a 
deficit in the Indian Budget. He denied 
that this agitation was purely and solely 
in the interests of the people of India. 
These duties were not in the interests of 
India, and certainly they were not in the 
interest of England. The interest of 
both these countries was in the most 
complete commercial freedom, and the 
exchange of their commodities freely, 
openly, and without restraint. So long 
as the House of Commons continued, he 
would not say for interested motives, 
but under the claim of a forced patriot- 
ism, to insist on the imposition of duties 
inimical to that great principle, so long 
would he and his friends raise their 
voices against them, until this grievous 
injustice was removed. 


Mr. G. WHITELEY (Stockport) 
desired, as a cotton spinner and manu. 
facturer himself, to press home upon the 
House the all-importance of this subject, 
for it was a matter the weight and 
gravity of which could not possibly be 
exaggerated for the people of Lancashire. 
He did not abate by one jot or tittle the 
views he enunciated when this question 
was last before the House; rather he 
affirmed them with even more vigour and 
earnestness than ever. He entirely 
agreed with the views of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Burnley. There was no doubt 
whatever that in Lancashire this question 
of the imposition of Import Duties on 
cotton goods had a great effect in de- 
ciding the course of the elections in that 
country. It was, in fact, a bread-and- 
butter question for Lancashire. He 
should like cursorily to run over 
one or two of ‘the arguments he 
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advanced in the former Debate. 
He contended that there was protection 
in the way those duties were levied at 
the present time. Up to 20’s there was 
absolute protection for the Indian spin- 
ner and manufacturer. In many quarters 
it was supposed that we did not, in this 
country, ever spin or manufacture goods 
out of 20’s or under ; but that opinion 
was entirely fallacious. At the present 
time there were in Lancashire three 
millons of spindles, producing annually 
250 million pounds weight of yarn of 
20’s and under, and this must be com- 
pared with the number of spindles in 
India, producing 274 million pounds 
weight of yarn, or 10 per cent. over 
what we produced in this country. At 
the present time yarn was being shipped 
to India in 20’s and under, capable of 
manufacturing 25 millions of yards of 
cloths. It was impossible, therefore, to 
deny that for 20’s and under the duties 
now imposed were absolutely protective. 
Over 20’s there was partial protection, 
the duty being levied on the full value 
of any cloth imported into India, whereas 
on native yarns it was only levied on 
60 per cent. of the total value of the 
cloth. These were plain figures which 
could not be denied. A good deal of 
use had been made of the stores argu- 
ment, that there was 85 per cent. duty 
paid by the Indian manufacturer on 
stores imported. That was an argument 
in which there was absolutely nothing. 
Apart from coal and oil, both of which 
were produced in India, the stores 
necessary in the manufacture of cloth 
were in India very small indeed. The 
fact that they had cotton at their own 
doors, wages very much lower, no cost 
of freight in bringing American cotton 
to this country and then taking it out 
to India, and likewise no Factory Acts 
—if cotton manufacturers could claim 
any rectification of the duty on the 
stores question, tenfold could Lancashire 
claim rectification in consequence of the 
heavy burdens under which their trade 
was carried on. This duty amounted 
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to 5 per cent. on the turnover, and, as|debated in the House. There was the 
those acquainted with weaving concerns | same stoppage of machinery, the same 
would know, this was sometimes three or | number, if not more, of operatives vainly 
four times the amount of the capital. | seeking employment, and the prospect 
The duty amounted to an impost of 15 | was equally black if not blacker than it 
or 20 per cent. against the English|was then. On this ground he, Unionist 
manufacturer. A good deal had been) Member as he was, did not hesitate to 
made of the fact that a great part of the | record his opinion, and if this question 
Indian productions were of yarns of 20’s | came up on a Vote of confidence, and an 
or under, while the English imports | all-important issue depended on the 
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were of over 20. It was agreed that 
it was impossible there could be com- 
petition between yarns counting under 
20 and yarns over 20. But again he 
declared this to be a fallacious argument. 
He could understand that a trade in 
boots could not compete with a trade in 
hats, but he could not understand the 
argument that low-priced boots could 
not compete with high-priced boots. 
Neither could he understand the rationale 
of the contention that, because cloth of 
a coarser texture was woven in India 
it did not compete with the sale of finer 
English imports. As well say that, 
because New Zealand mutton was 
coarser and cheaper than the home 
production, it did not compete with 
English meat. It did compete with the 
English produce, and the latter would 
suffer much more if it had to bear an 
impost of 5 per cent. There was fierce 
competition between England and India 
in cotton manufactures, and while the 
trade at home was practically stagnant 
and flagging, in India the cotton in- 
dustry was developing and progressive. 
Since these duties were imposed the 
shares in Indian mills had sprung up to 
the amount of Rx.1,600,000 and he 
learnt from a director of two Indian 
companies that they were paying the 
one 12 and the other 22 per cent. on 
the capital. It was a monstrous in- 
justice that a flagging training industry 
at home should be taxed to make good 
a deficiency which appeared in the 
finances of a country where a thriving 
trade was carried on scot free. The 
state of affairs in Lancashire had not 
improved since this subject was last 
Mr. G. Whiteley. 


| Vote of one Member, he should Vote 
against any Government, Unionist or 
| Liberal, that had for its policy the 
maintenance of these duties. He believed 
that the maintenance of these duties 
struck at the root of the prosperity of 
\the county in which he was engaged, 
and, sitting as he did for a commercial 
constituency, and believing that to this 
constituency this trade matter was of 
the primest importance, he would not 
hesitate to take the action he had de- 
scribed. He regretted that there was 
not a trade party in the House that 
would give precedence to trade above 
all other questions, defending them 
against the assaults of either party. 
Lancashire Members, however, were not 
wholly unreasonable. They recognised 
that the noble Lord had been in office 
only a few weeks, and that it was his 
bounden duty to hold the scales equally 
between contending interests. They did 
not expect the noble Lord to perform 
miracles on behalf of Lancashire, and he 
had the right to claim time for con- 
sideration. They recognised that the 
task of abolishing these duties was in- 
finitely greater than that of preventing 
their imposition in the first instance. 
The noble Lord was in a very different 
position. He might issue his fiat and 
abolish the duties, and then he would 
disorder the finances of India, or he 
might allow them to remain a crying 
injustice to this country. There were 
two initial steps the noble Lord might 
take, Initial steps only he called them 
because Lancashire would never be con- 
tented until the total abolition of. these 
duties was obtained. But two steps the 
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noble Lord might take to remove the 
sting from the present position of affairs. 
The first would be to treat India and 
Lancashire exactly alike. There was 
reason in the claim that Lancashire and 
India should be put on the same footing. 
This might be done by putting a duty of 
5 per cent. on all yarns imported into or 
manufactured in India, and on all cloth 
imported into India, the latter to be 
taxed on the yarn and not the manu- 
factured article. Such a duty would not 
disorganise the finances of India, but 
would bring grist into the Indian mill. 
The second course which had been 
suggested by some of his friends was 
that the Indian Government should take 
a step Lord Beaconsfield’s Government 
took 20 years ago, when all goods manu- 
factured of yarns under 30’s wereexempted 
from duty. Failing the adoption of the 
first expedient, which he preferred, the 
noble Lord might adopt the second. He 
would not enter into the question of the 
loss of revenue to India which the 
abolition of the duties might involve, for 
that was dealt fully with when the 
subject was last before the House, when 
it was pointed out that there were taxes 
in England which were not raised in 
India. It was said that the difficulty 
was a monetary one, arising out of the 
depreciation of silver, which the marvel- 
lously increasing supply of gold would 
make only temporary in its duration, and 
it was also suggested that the difficulty 
might be got over by the Indian Govern- 
ment resorting to the expedient of 
borrowing. Lancashire, as a community, 
had a greater stake in the well-being and 
welfare of India than any other com- 
munity in Great Britain, and they would 
be attempting a suicidal policy were they 
to advocate any policy that would 
seriously hurt India. They asked the 
Government to be impartial, and, in the 
laudable desire not to render injustice to 
India, to take very great care they did 
not render injustice to this country. He 
hoped the Government would soon find 
a via media in this matter, as he believed 
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they would endeavour to do once they 
fully appreciated the facts which Lanca- 
shire Members had laid before the 
House. 

*Mr. FREDERICK CAWLEY (Lan- 
cashire, Prestwich) believed that the 
import duties had had a very good 
educational effect upon the people of this 
country, and especially of Lancashire. 
Lancashire people were beginning to see 
that the question of exchange was not 
the only, or even the greatest cause of 
the deficit in the Indian Revenue. They 
were beginning to see that the Indian 
Empire was administered in an extrava- 
gant manner ; and that this country did 
not bear her proper share of the Civil 
and Military charges. But, above and 
beyond all, it was, in his opinion and the 
opinion of Lancashire, this everlasting 
policy of the extension of Empire that 
had brought about the deficit in the 
Indian Revenue. He admitted that 
this policy had to some extent been 
sanctioned by the country at the last 
General Election, for hon. Members 
opposite were never tired of enlarging 
upon the merits of the extension of our 
Empire and the trade that followed our 
flag. If, however, the country wished 
this heroic policy, the country as a whole 
should pay for it, and the burden should 
not be cast upon either the poor consumer 
of India or upon the depressed cotton 
industry of Lancashire. The hon. 
Member for Hampshire (Mr. Jeffreys), 
speaking at the commencement of this 
Session on agricultural depression, talked 
of relieving the local burdens on agricul- 
tural land to the extent of three millions 
per annum. In Lancashire they wanted 
no subsidy and no charity ; they merely 
wanted justice. They said that as 
neither the consumer in India nor the 
people engaged in the cotton trade in 
Lancashire were responsible for the 
ever-increasing expenditure, so neither 
the producer in Lancashire or the con- 
sumer in India should be called upon to 
make up the deficit in the Indian 
Revenue. 
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*Mr. A. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) 
said, that when the Indian Tariff 
Act was passed, imposing duties upon 
goods imported into India, cotton goods 
were expressly excluded from the opera- 
tion of the measure, because it was recog- 
nised that there had grown up in India 
a great and increasing cotton industry, 
which, if duties were imposed on cotton 
goods of home manufacture, would be 
protected against the competition of 
Lancashire. When recently the Indian 
Government proposed to include cotton 
goods within the operation of the Tariff 
Act, the right hon. Member for Wolver- 
hampton, then Secretary for India, laid 
down the principle, which has been re- 
peatedly affirmed by this House, that, in 
connection with Indian Import Duties 
there must be no protection. In his 
Dispatch of 13th of December to the 
Indian Government he said :— 


“Tt will be understood that Her Majesty’s 
Government are precluded by the pledges quoted 
from sanctioning the imposition of Import Duties 
on cotton goods unless under such conditions as 
will ensure beyond question that the duties thus 
imposed will have no protective effect.” 


Acting in accordance with those 
instructions the Government of India 
devised a scheme of excise duties for 
the purpose of eliminating the element 
of protection from the import duties, and 
the Home Government, misguided by 
the information which they received, 
believed that the element of protection 
had been eliminated and sanctioned the 
imposition of the cotton duties. He 
proposed to take first dyed yarns and 
dyed and printed cloth, as showing in 
the most direct and aggravated form 
how serious an amount of protection 
was still caused by the Indian Import 
Duties. One special item of information 
supplied to the Government at home 
was that there was no competition 
between India and Lancashire in coarse 
yarns, viz., 20’s and under, because the 
Lancashire yarns had been driven out of 
the market by the native manufactures. 
The Secretary for India, on February 
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21st, stated clearly that the Lanca- 
shire trade in coarse yarns had 
decreased until it had nearly reached 
vanishing point. But six days after- 
wards a deputation representing the 
dyers of the west of Scotland waited 
upon the right hon. Member and con- 
vinced him that, instead of there being 
no competition in coarse yarns between 
Lancashire and India, the Scotch dyers 
were importing such goods into British 
Burmah to a large extent. The result 
of these representations was that 
an Order in Council was passed reduc- 
ing the duty on coarse dyed yarns 
going into British Burmah from 5 per 
cent. to 4 per cent. He would ask the 
Secretary of State for India why even 
this 4 per cent. duty was allowed to 
remain on those coarse yarns. A clear 
case of protection having been proved, 
the duty ought to have been removed 
altogether. Why, again, was not a 
rebate granted to the Scotch dyers, who 
had had to pay the 5 per cent. duty, 
as is done every other day to the Indian 
manufacturers in the case of yarns 
exported to China and _ elsewhere ? 
He found that a general impression 
existed that the injustice to the dyers 
was removed almost completely with the 
exception of this 4 per cent., but he 
wished to point out that it was only on 
avery small part of their production 
that the injustice was removed. A 
very large percentage, no less than nine- 
tenths of their production, was still 
affected by a 5 per cent. duty, which 
acted almost entirely as protection to 
the Indian competitors. He would give 
two instances to prove this. The other 
portion of their trade with Burmah con- 
sisted principally of 24’s. The Bombay 
dyers—quite as much an alien race to 
the Burmese as the British—could send 
dyed 24’s to Burmah, paying 5 per cent. 
on only 7 annas per pound, whilst the 
British dyer paid on 15 annas, being 
over 100 per cent. more. Take the other 
case. The British dyer imported a bale 
of 400 lbs. grey 40’s from Lancashire, 
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for which he paid duty on a value of 
only about £11. When the same yarn 
was dyed here and sent to Bombay, it 
paid duty on about double that amount ; 
and when it was woven into cloth on 
this side, dyed and printed, the duty 
was trebled, quadrupled, and in some 
cases even quintupled (as compared with 
their Indian competitors), according to 
the labour bestowed upon it. This duty 
was principally on British labour. These 
two instances showed, in a very clear 
and accentuated form, the truth of some 
of the leading objections put forward by 
the Lancashire manufacturers, in their 
admirable memorial to the Secretary for 
India, viz. :— 


**(1.) That the Excise Duty secures an im- 
munity from competition in the Indian markets 
by England in counts 20’s and below.” 


He had already proved that there was 
still a considerable trade. With Ameri- 
can cotton at 3d. per lb., it would be a 
large trade if left duty free. 


“ (2.) That the Import Duty imposed on goods 
exported from this country, made from 20’s and 
below, without any countervailing Excise Duty 
being imposed on goods made from similar 
counts in India, is absolutely protective in its 
character.” 


Indian manufacturers were taxed only 
on spinning costs; British on both 
spinning and weaving. 


**(3.) That the 5 per cent. Import Duty 
charged on the ad valorem value of our manu- 
factured goods is not completely countervailed 
by the 5 per cent. Excise Duty charged on the 
yarn value of goods made in India from counts 
above 20’s, and that, so far as any portion of 
the value of these goods is not chargeable with 
Excise Duty, the Import Duty becomes protective 
to that extent.’’ 


That this was the case he thought he 
had completely proved, in dealing with 
dyed and printed yarns and cloths. 


‘*(4,.) That the exemption from Excise Duty 
of yarns 20’s and below will encourage the 
manufacture of duty-free cloths, as such ex- 
emption enables the Indian manufacturer to 
avoid the Excise Duty altogether, by substitut- 
ing in the manufacture of cloth non-excisable 
yarns for excisable yarns.” 


{3 Szpremper 1895} 
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There could be no stronger confirmation 
of this objection than the fact that,when 
yarns and goods of no higher numbers 
than 30’s were admitted into India duty 
free, the exports of yarn above 32’s fell 
from 26} per cent. to 18} per cent. of 
our total exports in five years ending 
1883, and when the duty was repealed, 
they advanced again to 27 per cent. in 
the five years ending 1893. 
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*(5.) That it is impossible to place a dividing 
line between the manufacturers of Lancashire 
and India, whereby a duty levied on one, unless 
completely countervailed, will not afford a pro- 
tective incidence to one to the consequent injury 
of the other.” 


This would be clearly seen from the 
previous arguments, 


“(6.) That the imposition of these duties has 
inflicted serious injury to our trade, and will 
continue to do so unless completely counter- 
vailed.”’ 


He thought that strong evidence of 
the protective character of these In- 
dian Cotton Duties was to be found in 
the first place, in the falling-off in 
British manufactures since the duties 
were imposed. In the five months 
which had elapsed since the duties 
were imposed, there had been a falling- 
off in British manufactures of something 
like 267,000,000 yards, or 25 per cent. 
But even a stronger illustration was to 
be found in the enormous increase in 
the value of Indian mill stocks. The 
Indian mill stocks had increased by 
Rx. 1,600,000, which was Rx. 250,000 
more than the whole of the cotton duties 
would provide. He thought it had 
been proved that there was a very 
strong protective element in these duties, 
and therefore it was right that the 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government 
and of the Government of India should 
be called to the question. They had 
now in this country a Government 
which sympathised with the manu- 
facturers and, he hoped that they would 
be impressed by the strong case that 
had been made out in their behalf. 
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They were glad to know that the 
Secretary for India shared the feelings 
of, his Chief in this matter. He 
thought it was much more necessary 
to direct the attention of the Indian 
Government to the real state of the 
case, as he believed a great deal of their 
information had been derived from ex 
parte statements. India might say she 
had as much right to protect her manu- 
factures by Import Duties as any of our 
colonies. He hoped the day was not far 
distant when, by a wise federal system, the 
trade between the mother country and 
her colonies would be as free as the 
winds of heaven. But India was in a 
different position. India had been called 
into existence by an enormous expenditure 
of British blood and treasure. India could 
not exist for a day if British influence 
were withdrawn. Lord Roberts once 
asked a distinguished native what he 
thought would be the effect of the with- 
drawal of the British army from India, 
and the reply was that it would have 
the same effect as the opening of the 
doors of a menagarie—there would be 
indiscriminate carnage. India must 
learn that, under these circumstances, 
she would not be allowed to close her 
doors against the manufactures of 
this country. India might say that 
her financial position was such that it 
was imperatively necessary that those 
duties should be imposed, but Lord 
Kimberley and his successor did not 
admit that the finances of India were 
in an unsatisfactory state; and it is 
doubted whether any European State 
could show that its finances were in a 
more satisfactory state than those of 
India. India might say that she had 
no other source from which to raise her 
revenue. The Hon. W. R. Macdonell, 
on 27th February last, said :-— 

“There is no other civilised country in the 
world in which the public burdens are so light 
as in India.’’ 

And in this most lightly-burdened of all 
countries the wealthy native classes are 
pre-eminently the most lightly taxed of 

Mr. A. Wylie. 
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all. India may say that after all a 5 per 
cent. duty is but a light tax on a wealthy 
country like this; but it would enable 
the Indian manufacturer to work at a 
profit of 24 per cent., whilst his British 
competitor is working at a loss of 2} 
per cent. Finally, India might say that 
the imposition of these duties was 
sanctioned by a large majority of the 
House of Commons. Several causes 
contributed to that decision, apart from 
the merits of the question. But the 
principal reason why there was such a 
large majority was, because the Indian 
Secretary had affirmed that the ele- 
ment of protection had been entirely 
eliminated from these duties. But 
he had shewn that a large amount 
of direct protection still existed, and 
also an enormous amount of indirect 
protection. It was quite evident that 
the information which overlooked such 
an important fact as an existing competi- 
tion of this country with India in coarse 
yarns had, to the extent of two million 
pounds, entirely overlooked the more 
abstruse questions of indirect protection 
of which the people of Lancashire so 
justly complained. He thought if the 
question had come before even the late 
House of Commons clearly and distinctly 
on its merits, there would not have been a 
majority in favour of the Indian Import 
Duties. But the present House of Com- 
mons was of a very different description ; 
the vast majority of the Members from 
Lancashire and the districts surrounding 
had been returned pledged to oppose the 
cotton duties. It was true that a great 
many of these had the disadvantage of 
being new Members, a disadvantage of 
which some hon. Friends on the opposite 
Benches had not failed frequently to 
remind them. But he might hint to 
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| these Gentlemen that they had now quite 


sufficiently impressed them with the 
enormous superiority which attached to 
themselves from the fact of their being 
old Members. But even the new 
Members from Lancashire possessed a 
practical knowledge of this difficult 
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question of the Indian Import Duties 
which was not exceeded by that of the 
oldest Members of the House, and they 
would be prepared to give a steady and 
most influential vote in favour of Free 
Trade. Not only in Lancashire, but in 
the West of Scotland also, there had 
been a change in the representation, 
which had been to a certain extent 
influenced by this question. He 
thought he might say that he re- 
presented a very large section of the 
commercial community of Glasgow, and, 
in conjunction with one of the largest 
East Indian Merchants, Mr. Donald 
Graham, who had had great experience 
in India, he had carried a motion unani- 
mously in the Glasgow Chamber of Com- 
merce for the entire repeal of all the 
Import Duties. He believed that a 
measure for their entire repeal would 
be supported in the House, not only by 
the Members from Lancashire and the 
surrounding districts, but by those who 
were in favour of Free Trade, and those 
who took an interest in the condition 
of the unemployed, as well as by 
the public opinion in the country. 
There had been great education of public 
opinion since the time of the last 
Debate on the subject, principally at 
the time of the General Election, and 
the people of the country now saw that 
Lancashire, instead of being actuated by 
a spirit of greed, wished only to have 
fair play. It was now recognised that 
owing to the imposition of these duties, 
that part of the country had been passing 
through the gravest crisis in the history 
of her trade since the great cotton 
famine, and, that the masters and men 
had borne this infliction with that 
great heroism which had characterised 
them at the time of their still greater 
distress, The Indian Government should 
take early steps, in conjunction with the 
Home Government, to abolish these 
duties. If they were not abolished, as 
he hoped they would be, during the 
Recess, he believed that, when Parliament 


met again, motions would be brought 
forward for their abolition, and that both 
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sides of the House would combine in 
seeing that all these duties were swept 
away. 

*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: I 
think it will be agreeable to the majority 
of the House that I should reply to the 
points which have been thus far raised 
in the discussion. An abstract discussion 
such as this should not be unduly pressed. 
Most of the preceding speakers have 
alluded to a speech I made in February 
last on the question of the imposition of 
these cotton duties. I did not make 
that speech with a view to the elections 
or to the interests of any section of the 
community. I spoke of the agitation 
and disturbance which had been caused 
by the cotton duties which were in exist- 
ence some years ago. I believe that I am 
the only person in the House who has 
an official experience of what those duties 
meant. When I spoke in February, I 
endeavoured to do so from a high 
national, Imperial standpoint. The 
views which I then expressed I still 
hold. I had learnt them, when I was 
at the India Office in 1874, from men 
like the present Prime Minister, then 
Secretary of State for India, from Sir 
Henry Maine, from Sir Louis Mallet, 
and from others, and, knowing what they 
thought, I spoke with reluctance and 
with some trepidation on this question. 
I think that of all questions which the 
House of Commons has had to deal with 
in my experience none requires more 
delicate handling and none contains more 
germs of danger. The moment these 
cotton duties are imposed you array at 
once the great industries of this country 
one against another. You have in Lan- 
cashire the largest population of any 
county in the United Kingdom, and 
they are practically united on this one 
point, that they consider the cotton 
duties imposed in India as unjust in 
principle and injurious to their interests, 
and, unfortunately, that great cotton 
industry is not in a flourishing condition. 
Both masters and mill hands believe that 
their difficulty and misfortune are in 
some way connected with these cotton 
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duties. On the other hand, you have in 
India a most powerful and increasing 
industry, united together by sentiment 
and race, who are strongly in favour of 
these duties. They have control of the 
English and native Press; and thus, by 
the very fact of imposing these duties, 
you have that which every politician 
would try to avoid ; you bring two dis- 
tant points of the Empire into direct 
collision one with the other. As these 
rival interests grow and develop, so does 
the bitterness and intensity of the con- 
troversy between them increase. That 
is a serious position, and when I spoke 
in February, I spoke entirely from that 
point of view, and from that point of 
view alone. I felt at the time that 
nothing but extreme financial exigency 
could justify the re-imposition of those 
cotton duties. But my predecessor per- 
suaded the House that such financial 
exigencies did exist, and, whatever they 
were, the military operations since sanc- 
tioned have widened the margin between 
Income and Expenditure for this year. 
To-morrow I think I shall be able to 
show my hon. Friends that there are 
fallacies in their arguments so far as 
the control over Expenditure now exer- 
cised by the Indian Government and 
recourse to new taxation are concerned. 
The Indian Government are not ex- 
travagant ; on the contrary, no other 
country in the world is so economically 
managed. But it is easy to understand 
that, no matter how ably and how well 
the Indian Government may perform 
their work, they have the greatest diffi- 
culty in making both ends meet. Year 
by year the loss on transmitting funds 
to meet their gold obligations has so 
increased that this year it shows no less 
than 27 per cent. of their total net 
available income. The hon. Member 
for Burnley, by his Motion, has in- 
vited the Indian Government to 
pledge itself to the early repeal of the 
Import Duties upon goods, but, speaking 
as Secretary for India, I am bound to 
see fair play between the contending 
parties, and to see that justice is done, 
having regard to the present conditions 
of Indian finance. Under present con- 
ditions it would be impossible in 
any way to pledge myself, but, even 
if it were within the bounds of possi- 
bility, I doubt whether it would be a 
proper course to pursue. If I were now 
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suggested by the Motion it would 
naturally render every subsequent act 
of mine open to suspicion in India: 
I should be making promises which I 
might not afterwards be able to perform. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] The old duties on 
cotton were imposed originally subject 
to no conditions as to protection: but 
after they had been in operation some 
time they were objected to on the 
ground that they were protective, and 
Resolutions were passed by successive 
Parliaments protesting against the policy 
of protective duties in India, and finally 
they were removed. The right hon. 
Gentleman, when the duties were re- 
imposed last year, undertook, if any duties 
were imposed which were protective, to 
submit them to the House of Commons 
before he assented to them. He was 
attacked, and it was alleged that he had 
not complied with his promise. But I 
think his defence was adequate and 
straightforward —that the duties he 
sanctioned were found to be not pro- 
tective, and that he would prevent them 
from being protective in their effect. 
The pledge given by the right hon. 
Gentleman in connection with the 
duties was agreed to by the Indian 
Government, and since those duties 
have been in operation a deputation 
waited on my predecessor which pointed 
out that in Burmah certain yarns 
from Scotland undoubtedly competed 
with local yarns protected by the duty. 
The right hon. Gentleman wrote to the 
Indian Government and they at once 
repealed the duties and reduced them 
from 5 to $ per cent. The only reason 
that the 4 per cent. remains is that by 
Executive action the Indian Government 
cannot repeal duties imposed by legis- 
lation. Since then—on May 27th last— 
the right hon. Gentleman received a 
deputation of Lancashire and Scotch 
mill-owners, who put some important 
points before him. At the close of his 
interview with the deputation, he said :— 

“* Now the point is, is that Excise Duty coun- 
tervailing in the true sense of the word, or is it 
not? They say it is not only countervailing, but 
it is so excessively countervailing that you have 
inflicted—‘ you’ being, as somebody called me, 
‘ the Secretary of State for Lancashire,’ not for 
India—‘ you have inflicted a great injury upon 
us.’ You gentlemen come here to-day and you 
say, ‘On the contrary, we dissent from that in 
toto ; you have imposed an Excise Duty which is 
not a countervailing Excise Duty, but omit a 
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great many points and which exposes us to an 
unfair competition.’ Now, then, what I ask 
you gentlemen is to send me an argument 
based upon that, and upon nothing else. Let 
us have no other issues ; that is the issue at stake. 
I promise you that that shall be not only con- 
sidered here, but shall be sent to India, and we 
shall then know what they have got to say 
to it.”’ 


That was the position of affairs. A 
change of Government took place. The 
memorial which the right hon. Gentle- 
man asked them to send him was sent to 
me, and it has been sent to the Indian 
Government. Now, to the position 
hitherto maintained by those responsible 
for the Government of India, that the 
duties are not to be protective, I adhere. 
It seems to me that from the time the 
re-imposition of the duties was con- 
templated there has been a common 
understanding to which, with the excep- 
tion of a Member here and a Member 
there, the whole House are more or less 
a party, on that side (the Opposition 
side) as well as this. I will put myself 
into communication with the Indian 
Government, and I will do all in my 
power to eliminate anything savouring 
of protection from the duties. In the 
Debate that has taken place hon. Mem- 
bers have spoken with the greatest 
moderation. Whether you agreed with 
Lancashire, or with Indian millowners, 
hon. Members had all spoken with the 
moderation becoming the treatment 
of a grave and_ serious question. 
Nothing more illustrates the difficulty of 
the situation than the fact stated by the 
right hon. Gentleman last year, that he 
had done his best to be just to both sides 
and he had been equally abused by both 
sides. It is clear what my attitude is. 
If trade does revive, and if the Indian 
revenues permit these duties to be dis- 
pensed with, we shall be able once more 
to leave the English millowners and the 
Indian millowners in a natural and 
healthy condition of unbiassed competi- 
tion in regard to the supply of cotton 
goods to the people of India. 

Mr. R. ASCROFT (Oldham), in ad- 
dressing the House for the first time, said, 
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there were in Lancashire large mills well 
equipped with machinery actually closed, 
and others in which looms were standing 
idle. For a long time capital had been 
gradually dwindling away, and at last it 
had come to be felt that this question of 
the Indian Import Duties, small as it 
might appear to be, might be the means 
of ruining one of the greatest industries 
in the country. He had listened with 
satisfaction to what had fallen from the 
Secretary of State for India, and Lanca- 
shire Members would feel that the 
raising of the question would encourage 
operatives and employers to struggle on 
till these duties could be dealt with. He 
congratulated the Secretary for India on 
the happier position in which he had 
placed the question of the duties. He did 
not know whether the noble Lord had 
seen a speech recently delivered by the 
President of the Bombay Millowners’ 
Association, one of the bodies whose 
previous arguments were placed before 
the late Secretary for India when he 
decided the course to be taken. The 
President of that Association said :— 


“JT think it would be sound policy for the 
Government of India to remove the slightest 
shred of complaint by notifying that all 208 yarn 
and under, and cloth made from 20% yarn and 
under, imported from Great Britain, should be 
duty free. A simple notification, as has been 
done with Glasgow dyed yarn imported into 
Rangoon, would be sufficient. If there is no 
import of goods made from 20% yarn, then there 
can be no loss of revenue. If, on the other 
hand, there is a limited quantity of such goods 
imported, it is only just, however small the quan- 
tity, that they should come in duty free. My own 
impression is that no goods made of 20% yarn 
and under are imported, and certainly no 208 
yarn. As your chairman, I would like it to go 
forth that while we, in common with other 
citizens, supported the reimposition of the Im- 
port Duties for purposes of revenue, we are as 
much opposed to Protection in any form as the 
most ardent Free Trader in England.”’ 


After such an expression of opinion, it 
could no longer be said that Lancashire 
was pursuing a selfish policy. It was 
not a Lancashire policy, but it was one 
by which both England and India would 
be benefited, and a part of the policy 
promised by the present Government, 
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and which he now asked should be 
carried out, as it affected the com- 
mercial industries of the country. 
The policy on which the Government 
came into office was a _ policy of 
advancing the national prosperity of the 
country ; of opening new markets ; of 
increasing the field of employment. 
Lancashire, therefore, made no selfish 
appeal in her own interest. What she 
asked for was that the Government 
should carry out the policy on which 
they came into office ; and it would be a 
national calamity for the country if one 
of its chief industries, like the cotton 
industry of Lancashire, were destroyed. 
*Mr. H. J. WHITELEY (Ashton- 
under-Lyne), in a maiden speech, said 
he was afraid the statement of the 
noble Lord, the Secretary for India, 
would be read with some disappointment 
in Lancashire. No Member of the 
House was suffering as he was suffering 
in his trade relations owing to those 
Import Duties, but he did not plead 
for himself; he pleaded on_ behalf 
of the 400 workpeople in his employ- 
ment, who since the imposition of those 
duties had not had two consecutive 
weeks’ full work, with the result that they 
had to endure much suffering and want, 
and this was a case illustrative of many 
other firms in Lancashire. It 
said that it was not the manufacturer 
in Lancashire, but the consumer in India 
who would pay this duty. He declared 
without fear of contradiction that it was 
the Lancashire manufacturers who would 
pay the duty, and who would have to 
continue to pay it so long as the native 
manufacturers enjoyed their present 
favoured position as compared with their 
competitors in England. Lancashire 
did not desire to be selfish in this 
matter. If it were proved that owing 
to the financial difficulties in India this 
course was inevitable they would 
acquiesce; but they asked that they 
should be put on an equality with India, 
and that if they were to make this 
sacrifice they should be assured that it 
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was not for the benefit of manufac- 
turers in India, but for our mighty 
Empire as a whole. [Cheers.] 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Considered in Committee :— 

(In the Committee), 
Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That it appears, by the Accounts laid before 
this House, that the total Revenue of India for 
the year ending the 3lst day of March 1894, 
was Rx.90,565,214; that the total Expenditure 
in India and in England charged against the 
Revenue was Rx.92,112,212 ; and there was an 
Excess of Expenditure over Revenue of 
Rx.1,546,988, and that the Capital Outlay 
on Railways and Irrigation Works was 
Rx.3,621,252.’’—/(Lord George Hamilton). 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.) said, that as it was too late 
for his noble Friend the Secretary for 
India, to make his financial statement, 
he moved to report progress. The state- 
ment would be made by his noble 
Friend at Twelve o'clock to-morrow. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again on Wednesday. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Read 3°, and passed. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and 
reported, without Amendment; read 
3°, and passed. 


Whereupon, Mr. SPEAKER, in pursu- 
ance of the Order of the House of the 
19th August, Adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


House Adjourned at Twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Wednesday, 4th September 1896. 


NATIVE ADMINISTRATION IN FIJI. 


Lorp STANMORE asked the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether Her Majesty’s Government had 
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Sir John Thurston, and to say that, in 
the opinion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
he deserved in his difficult position the 
full support of the Government. Having 
said so much, he would confine himself 
to answering the question of the noble 
Lord. In answer to that question, he 
had to say that the Secretary of State 
saw no reason to retract the approval 
given by his predecessors to the system 
of Native Administration and Taxation 
at present pursued in Fiji, and that he 





seen any reason to retract or qualify the 
approval given by former Secretaries of 
State to the system of Native Adminis- 
tration and Taxation pursued in Fiji; 
or any reason to diminish its confidence 
in the sound policy and judicious action 
of the present Governor, Sir J. Thurston, 
in respect thereto. The present Governor 
of that colony had been subjected to 
attacks of a very virulent and unusual 
nature with regard to his proceedings in 
that colony. He had reason to believe 
that statements had been made and sent 
out to the Australian colonies to the 
effect that Her Majesty’s Government was 
beginning to see that their former course of 
policy with regard to those islands had 
been a mistake. 


would take, because he was sure it 


mate of the facts; but much mischief 
might be done in the colony itself and 
in Australia if such an impression was 
allowed to go out there without contra- 
diction. It had been circulated in this 
country by a Member of the other House 
of Parliament, who, he believed, spent 
exactly 12 hours in Fiji, and in that 
time was exploited by a small clique of | 
persons strongly opposed to the Govern- | 
ment, and came away seeing through | 
their spectacles. | 

Tur EARL or SELBORNE said | 
that, if he did not on that occasion go! 
at length into the question which had | 
been raised by his noble Friend, it must | 
not be understood that that was because 
he failed to appreciate its great impor- | 
tance. He was very glad of that oppor- 
tunity of expressing, on behalf of Her'| 
Majesty's Government, their sense of | 





the great injustice, or worse, of the) 


it and to be printed. 
would be a dispassionate and just esti-| 


had full confidence in the Native policy 
‘of the present Governor, Sir John 


Thurston. 
| 


CANADIAN SPEAKER (APPOINTMENT 
OF DEPUTY) BILL.—[No. 13.] 

Brought from the Commons; read 1°, 
and to be printed. Then (Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLIV. 
having been suspended) Bill read 2*; 
Committees negatived ; Bill read 39, 
and passed. 





| EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
He had no fear what- | —[No. 12.] 
ever as to the view that the Government | 


Brought from the Commons; read 1°, 
Then (Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLIV. 
having been suspended) Bill read 2*; 
Committees negatived ; Bill read 3°, 
and passed. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 


SITE) BILL.—{No. 11.] 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°, 
and to be printed. Then (Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLIV. 
having been suspended) Bill read 2°; 
Committees negatived ; Bill read 3°, 


and passed. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BIUL.—{No. 10.] 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1°, 
and to be printed. Then (Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLIV. 
having been suspended) Bill read 2°; 
Committees negatived ; Bill read 3° 


attacks which had been made upon|and passed. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 3) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 7) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 14) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(no. 15) BILL, 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(no. 16) BILL, 


Read 3* (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


THE PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) 
ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
Bill brought from the Commons and 
read 1*,—[No. 14.] 


THe EARL or SELBORNE moved 
that the Bill be read a Second time. 


Viscount CLIFDEN said, that he 
should like to say a word in reference 
to this Bill. From the lucid description 
which the noble Earl had given of the 
measure, it would appear that it was 
merely a continuance Bill; or, rather, a 
replica of a former Bil] which had been 
introduced for the purpose of conferring 
a benefit upon the evicted tenants of 
Ireland. The evicted tenants of Ire- 
land, he need scarcely tell their Lord- 
ships, were the scum of their class— 
men who amused themselves by cutting 
off the hair of women and by shooting 
into the legs of old men. The reason 
for this Bill was because they refused or 
could not pay their rent ; but he believed 
that the majority of them would not pay 
if they could. The Legislature had 
thought fit to encourage these men, who 
ought, he should rather have thought, 
to have been discouraged to the utmost. 
If he saw the slightest chance of this 
Bill being thrown out, he should have 
troubled their Lordships to have divided 
on ine Motion for its second reading. 
In his opinion, it was a bad omen of 
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what this Government was about to do 
for Ireland that they should foster the 
rebel, the rogue, and the rapperee, and 
should take the heart out of the honest 
and the industrious. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hatssury) said, that he regretted that 
this discussion should have been raised 
by the noble Lord in the absence of 
those who were responsible for the 
measure. The Bill was a very old friend, 
and it was solely intended to re-enact a 
provision that had already received the 
sanction of Parliament. He regretted 
that the noble Lord thought fit to use 
the language he had done, which was 
scarcely decorous unless he had intended 
to move the rejection of the Bill. 


Legislation. 


Bill read 2*; Committees negatived ; 
Bill read 3*, and passed. 


SOCIALISTIC LEGISLATION, 


*Eart WEMYSS said, that he would 
claim the indulgence of those of their 
Lordships who happened to be present 
that night, and of the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack who presided over 
their deliberations, for venturing at such 
a time to bring under their Lordships’ 
attention the subject to which his notice 
upon the Paper referred. In so doing, 
he should endeavour to give expression 
not only to his own views upon the 
question, but also to give expression to 
the views that he knew were entertained 
by many outside their Lordships’ House, 
and which he was bound by pledge and 
promise to those persons to bring before 
their Lordships. In common with the 
great majority of the electors of the 
United Kingdom, he had rejoiced at the 
fall of the late Government. Various 
reasons had been given to account for 
the fall, but they had fallen, “ unwept, 
unhonoured and unsung,” save in peans 
of popular rejoicing that a separatist 
Government had come to an untimely 
end. He knew that in using the word 
“separatist ” he should come under the 
censure of the late Prime Minister, who 
had said that those who used it did so 
knowing it to be false. He, however, 
used the word because he believed it to 
be true, and his reasons for that belief 
could be stated very shortly. What 
was Lord Rosebery but the executor of 
Mr. Gladstone upon this question of 
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Home Rule ; and what was Mr. Gladstone 
himself but the pupil, he might almost 
say the tool, of Mr. Parnell; and what 
view did Mr. Parnell take of Home 
Rule? He expressed himself on the 
subject in the clearest and most distinct 
terms, that he would not take off his 
coat for anything short of separation. 
He might use another term, however, 
which might please the noble Lord better, 
that of “ disruptionist,” which might more 
clearly describe the noble Lord’s policy. 
As far as could be evolved out of the 
language of the noble Lord, his purpose 
was to give Home Rule everywhere, and 
to break up the United Kingdom for 
the purpose of piecing it together in 
some other form. The ncble Lord’s 
proposal might be aptly compared to a 
child or any other person taking a 
chronometer to pieces and then trying to 
put it together without the main spring, 
in this case, of the United Kingdom. 
Let them not quarrel about names, 
however; the fact remained that the 
late Government had ceased to exist. 
Every sort of reason had been given for 
their timely demise in the Liberal 
newspapers. He would not attempt to 


say who killed Cock Robin or why he | 


died. The Liberal newspapers were not 
agreed about the death certificate. He 
thought that the death certificate of a 
native Indian doctor as to the cause of 
the death of a native woman was not 
inappropriate. The certificate ran: “I 
think she died or lost her life for want 
of food, or on account of starvation, or 
perhaps from other things of her comfort- 
ables, and most probably she died by 
drowning.” He thought that the late 
Government had most probably died from 
drowning, and that they were drowned 
in the Harcourt-Lawsonian aquarium. 


late Government, because there were 
many reasons for rejoicing. It had 
been succeeded by a Government 
which, if it did anything, would, he 
hoped, ensure the unity of the Empire 
against all attacks, and we should no 
longer have the chance of the people of 
this country being put under the heels of 
the Irish janissaries of the late Govern- 
ment, now so busily engaged in morally 
cutting each other’s throats. He did not 
think we should see another era, fora time, 
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of great revolutionary and constitutional 
changes. Their Lordships’ House need 
not have any fear lest its walls should 
crumble under the blast of the brazen 
trumpet of his hon. Friend the late 
Prime Minister, which he blew so vigor- 
ously. And in the words of the old Scotch 
proverb, “The ill bird that fouled its 
ain nest,” would now have to sit in its 
nest pinioned and powerless. As re- 
garded the Churches of Wales and Scot- 
land he believed they, too, were now 
safe from attack. He believed property 
was safe in the hands of the present 
Administration ; and, as regards Budgets, 
he did not think we were likely to 
‘have from the present Administration 
‘another burglarious Budget, founded on 
\the strange economic principle that, in 
| the interest of the poor, it was necessary 
'and desirable to penalise and pauperise 
|the rich, and that it was sound economic 
doctrine to cause old historic houses to 
'be shut up which were the centre of a 
|social solar system, diffusing on the 
labouring population around, happiness, 
‘comfort and comparative prosperity. 
Then, foreign affairs, too, he trusted were 
'safe in the hands of the present Foreign 
Secretary ; and, as regarded the Colonies, 
‘they might look with satisfaction to the 
fact that they had at the Colonial Office 
now a Member of the Government who 
was not one of these “ Little Englanders ” 
who groaned under the weight of Em- 
pire, but would do all he could to con- 
solidate our Colonial Empire, and draw 
closer into defensive and other bonds the 
ties that connected the Colonies and the 
Mother Country, and at any rate would 
not, like Mr. Gladstone, hold the view 
that “emigration is banishment,” but 
that it was to emigration to our Colonies, 
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| with the full consent of the Colonies, 
But, be this as it may, they looked | 
with satisfaction at the fall of the} 


that we should look for the relief of 
the congestion we might feel at home. 
But in the midst of the satisfaction they 
‘felt from the change of Government 


surgitamari aliquid. There was some- 


thing which gave cause for anxiety, 
and that was nothing more nor 
less than the spectre of Socialism, 
which they knew dwelt in the tents, 
assisted at the councils, and found 
its incarnation and embodiment in the 
programme of the three parties—for 
there were practically three parties—in 
the State in greater or less degree, and 
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the fact remained—let anyone assert the Bill of Rights in them. By whom were 
contrary if he could—that we in Eng-| they spoken? By a distinguished right 
land, or Great Britain, were the only hon. Member of the other House, of 
people in Europe with a representative whom a Manchester evening paper 
system that had not a clear and distinct recently, since the General Election, 
party founded on principle and policy| wittily said he had been “ warned off 
opposed to socialistic doctrine and prac-|the Derby course, and had turned 
tice. He wished now to prove his case. |‘ Welsher.’” They were the words of 
He would begin with the Liberals.| Sir William Venables V-inon Harcourt. 
Lord Rosebery, in his last speech on the | No doubt he had changed, but principles 
Address said, in describing what the| did not change, and the principles he 
future policy of the Liberal Party would | maintained and held twenty years ago 
be: “My Lords, come what may, we, the| were no less sound now, and would and 


Legislation. 


Liberal Party, shall be true to our prin- | 
ciples.” Let him ask, What are those prin- | 
ciples ? Could any man on the Opposition 
Benches, svi-disant Liberals, say that 
the Liberals of the present day had any 
connection with the Liberalism of the 
Grays, Althorps, Russells or Palmerstons, 
or with the Liberalism defined by 
Macaulay, Cobden, Fawcett, and other 
distinguished men? These men were 
dead, but their words would live for 
ever as regarded what true Liberalism 
meant. He would rather quote a defini- 
tion of Liberalism given twenty years 
ago by a very distinguished Member of 
the other House—he would not call him 
a Statesman, he would rather call him a 
politician now alive. He said :— 





“ Tf there is any Party which is more pledged 
than another to resist a policy of restrictive 
legislation, having for its object social coercion, 
that Party is the Liberal Party. Liberty does 
not consist in making others do what you think 
right for them. The difference between a free 
Government and a Government not free is 
principally this, that a Government not free 
interferes with everything it can, and a free 
Government interferes with nothing except | 
what it must. A despotic Government tries to | 
make everybody do what it wishes, a Liberal | 


Government, tries as far as the safety of society | 





must in the long run prevail. Now 
there were two noble Lords in the 
House who had served under Lords 
John Russell and Palmerston ; they 
were not here, but his words might 
go forth from the pens of ‘ recording 


angels” above; and, if so, those 
noble Lords would read the ques- 


tion he would have liked to have put to 
Lord Ripon and Lord Kimberley if they 
had been present—would they, who had 
been in office under Lord Palmerston 
and Lord John Russell, stand up in 
their places and say, or declare in the 
Press, that the Liberalism of the present 
day had in any way the resemblance to 
the Liberalism described in the noble 
passage he had read? The fact was 
that the late Government were not 
Liberals, but Socialists, Socialism being, 
as Sir W. Harcourt said, “ the antithesis 
of Liberalism.” If they denied it he 
brought their own press into Court to 
prove it, because the fall of the late 
Government was ascribed by Liberal 
papers, alike in England and Scotland, 


|to their dealings with Socialism and 


interference with everybody. And an 
excellent Liberal paper in Scotland, 


will permit, to allow everybody to do what he | the Edinburgh Evening News, strongly 
wishes. It has been the tradition of the Liberal | urged that the Liberal Party had their 


Party to maintain the doctrine of individual | pegt chance of success in the future by 
liberty. It is because they have done so, that | . Ags 
England is a country where people can do more | casting off Socialistic ideas and return- 


what they please than in any other country in | ing to the old and true Liberalism, such 
the world. It is this practice of allowing one| as the Liberal Party once practised and 





set of people to dictate to another set of people | 
what they shall eat and drink, when they shall | 
go to bed, what they shall buy and where they 
shall buy it, what wages they shall get and how 
they shall spend them, against which the Liberal 
Party have always protested. True Liberalism 
then is based on liberty, the liberty of the 
Government, freedom from State municipalisa- 
tion and bureaucratic control—in a word 
Liberalism is the antithesis of Socialism.” 


These were true and noble words. They 
had the ring of Magna Charta and the 


Earl Wemyss. 





preached. He passed from the Liberals 
to the Conservatives to show that, 
though in a minor degree, Socialism also 
dwelt in their tents. He could quote at 
length from election addresses and 
election speeches, but it would be 
sufficient if he took two short Conserva- 
tive programmes as showing the So- 
cialistic tendency. They were called 
social reforms and improvements, but 
they were none the less Socialistic for 
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that—the Socialistic tendency of the 
proposals the Conservatives were pre- 
pared to support. Take the programme 
of Mr. Byron Reed, who stood for East 
Bradford. He said :— 


“T am in favour of wholesome social legisla- 
tion and National administration, the provision 
of freehold houses for the English working 
classes, pensions for the old age of honest and 
industrious people, an eight hours system for 
those engaged in dangerous and noxious trades, 
and for others for the reform of the workhouse 
system,” 
and many other things. Coming to 
London he found that Colonel Hughes, 
Member for Woolwich, went back to the 
dark economic ages of Sir W. Harcourt’s 
Plantagenet ancestors, for he said he 
was in favour of a fixed minimum of 6d. 
an hour for the wages of labourers. 
Secondly, he said that others ought to 
receive trade union rates of wages with 
superannuation after a certain length of 
service, that there ought to be old-age 
pensions for sailors and soldiers, and 
that the present superannuation system 
ought to apply to arsenals as it does to 
dockyards. This proved his position, that 
there were Conservatives who flirted, if 
they did not, like the Liberals, go the 
whole hog, with Socialism. In his own 
county a Conservative candidate who 
went in for eight hours for miners was 
supported by Mr. Balfour, and what 
was the burden of his song? It was 
that ‘Codlin’s the true friend, not 
Short,” that the Conservative Party had 
done more in the way of social reform 
than the Liberal Party had done, 
and that their past was the best 
guarantee for their future. There 
was a little election leaflet, issued 
by a body with which he was connected, 
and it did not contain a word that would 
not have received the assent of former 
Liberal Statesmen ; yet when it was put 
into the hands of an influential young 
Conservative, he said of it—‘If I were to 
distribute a leaflet such as this, I should 
shock my friends.” The conclusion he 
drew was that the Liberalism of past 
Liberals was not sufficiently liberal, in 
other words, not sufficiently socialistic 
for a young Conservative of to-day. 
Coming to the Liberal Unionists he took 
the address of Mr. Flannery, Member for 
the Shipley Division of Yorkshire. It 
was a programme of 38 items, all more 
or less of a socialist character, old-age 
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pensions and all that sort of thing. At 
the end of it he gave Mr. Chamberlain’s 
Social programme published in October, 
1894; and this programme was com- 
paratively short, consisting of seven 
points, namely, old-age pensions, working 
men’s dwellings, poor law reform, com- 
pensation to injured workmen, better 
housing of the poor by Local Authorities, 
prevention of pauper immigration, and 
shorter hours for shop assistants. With 
all respect for Mr. Chamberlain, he 
questioned the wisdom of these proposals. 
The regulation of shop hours involved 
interference with the labour of adult 
males. If there was one thing the 
Legislatureshould be more jealous of than 
another it was interference with the 
labour of full-grown men; freedom in 
this respect was the birthright of every 
workman ; it was the grossest tyranny 
to interfere with or check his right to 
labour, for what wages he chose and for 
what hours he chose. Thirty years ago, 
in the Drewett case, arising out of a 
strike of tailors, Lord Bramwell said :— 


“No right, property or capital, about which 
there had been so much declamation, was so 
carefully guarded by the law of the land as was 
personal labour,’’ 


and he added that a man’s mind and 
will, his liberty to say how he would 
dispose of himself, his talents and his 
industry, were as much subject to the 
law’s protection as was his body. As to 
dwellings, he disputed that it was the 
duty of the State or of a Municipality to 
build houses for working men or for 
any other class. All that the State or 
the Municipality should do was to take 
care that houses were in a good sanitary 
condition. If they were not, let them be 
shut up, and then private enterprise, like 
that of Sir Sidney Waterlow, would 
build healthy houses. If we began 
building houses for workmen, where 
should we stop? Should we furnish 
them also? And why should not the 
widow who had lost her breadwinner be 
also housed and shops found for traders 
at the public cost? To him the proposal 
of old-age pensions, as it had come before 
them, was in many respects comical. 
It was not that he did not sympathise 
with old people in difficulty and 
distress as keenly as their mistaken 
would-be friends. But the subscription 
on the part of the people must either be 
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compulsory or voluntary. If it was to|in town or country, had been the same. 
be voluntary, was it believed that a man| Mr. Loch, the able Secretary of the 
would stint himself in early life of a pot; Charity Organisation Society, who 
of beer in order that at 65 he might get| perhaps knew more upon the subject 
2s. 6d. a week in addition to what he had|than anyone else, had said in his work 


Socialistic Legislation. 





subscribed? To him the thing was) 
absolutely absurd. The reason given for 
proposing old-age pensions was that at 
present old people who were destitute | 
had to become paupers and to accept! 
relief from the rates. As regarded this | 
question of pauperism, what difference | 
was there, in principle, between getting | 
half-a-crown a week from the Exchequer | 
at the age of 65, and at 64, if need be, 
getting half-a-crown out of the rates?| 
There was really no difference in principle | 
at all. What was meant by Poor Law) 
reform in this programme he did not) 
know ; but on questions of Poor Law and | 
provision for old age he would listen to| 
practical men who had devoted their | 
lives to the subject rather than to politi- 


cians who suggested vote-catching 
measures. Being told of his intention 


to bring the subject before the House of 
Lords, Mr. Albert Pell, than whom no 
greater authority existed as regards 
Poor Law Administration, wrote to him 
and said :— 


“Nothing could be more discreditable, either 
to their integrity or their intelligence, than the 
addresses and election speeches of many of the 
newly-elected Members of the House of Commons 
of both Parties. Social reform! What does it 
all mean? An attempt on the part of those who 
proceed, as if they were wiser than God Almighty, 
to relegate political economy to Jupiter and 
Saturn. . . Just now it becomes a much 
more serious question, when Cabinet Ministers are 
going in for State-aided pensions, work for the 
unemployed, and reform of the Poor Laws, 
whatever that may be. I dare say you know 
that I served on the Royal Commission on the | 
Aged Poor ; anyhow, before we broke up it was 





made perfectly clear that the Poor Law had not | 
broken down in the slightest degree; its ad- | 


ministration was not what it ought to be, much 
too lax, but seemed to be improving, and, beyond 
all, that it was sufficient in actual service to 
meet all the real needs of the times—even bad 
times. What is wanted just now isa consistent 
party acting on fixed principles, approved by 
history and experience to be sound.” 


So much for the opinion of a man, who, 
by his dealings with the Poor Law as it 
exists, unreformed by Mr. Chamberlain, 
reduced out-door relief almost to a 
cipher, at the same time increasing 
employment and the rate of wages. 
Whenever the Poor Law had been thus 
wisely administered the result, whether 
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on Pensions and the Aged Poor:— 


“'To reduce or prevent old-age pauperism no 

National pension scheme is necessary ; what is 
necessary is to carry out the remedial measures 
which the Poor Law Commissioners of 1832 
proposed. The most important is to make out- 
door relief the exception, and even to give no 
out-door relief to the able-bodied, whether man 
or woman. When this rule has been adopted 
pauperism of all kinds has decreased.’’ 
He hoped that those words would be 
taken to heart by those who favoured 
wild schemes, and talked so glibly of old- 
age pensions and the reform of the Poor 
Law. As regarded old-age pensions, a 
warning voice had been raised from 
America by Mr. Goldwin Smith, who 
said that America was crushed at the 
present time by the payment of old-age 
pensions to the soldiers who served in the 
war, the amount being some 33 millions, 
which was about the figure of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s scheme. Before the in- 
quiry of the Poor Law Commissioners 
in 1852 the rural population in this 
country was absolutely pauperised, and 
demoralised to such an extent that 
labour was put up for auctionand knocked 
down to the highest bidder. If farmers 
bid 6s., the difference between that and 
what was now called the living wage was 
made up out of the rates. How did 
that affect the people? This was the 
kind of language used :— 

‘* Why should I work? I could get 12s. on 
the rates, or 10s., for doing nothing. Damn 
work, blast it, I am not going to do any.” 


|Much was heard about finding employ- 


ment for the unemployed by the State or 
| by the Municipality, and he was rather 
| alarmed at the prospect, for he had read 
that Mr. Chaplin had stated that he had 
|his gimlet eye on the unemployed, and 
|that he had spent a whole day examin- 
ing Mr. Booth’s Colony for the un- 
employed. There were two object 
lessons for Statesmen to take to heart 
before they tampered with the Poor Law 
or old-age pensions. There was the 
demoralisation produced under the old 
system, out of which the Poor Law 
pulled the agricultural population of this 
country ; and there was the attempt in 
Blanc to establish 
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National workshops in France, which led 
ultimately, when the workshops were 
closed, to an insurrection in which 
12,000 workmen were killed in the streets 
of Paris. These events showed that it 
behoved Statesmen in this country to be 
very careful how they walked in the 
paths pointed out to them in the pro- 
grammes in election addresses, whether 
Conservative, Liberal, or Liberal Unionist. 
The future of this country depended, he 
believed, more at this time than at any 
other, on cautious, wise and experienced 
action with reference to these most vital 
questions on the part of our public men. 
It might be said that some of these pro- 
posals of Mr. Chamberlain and others 
were in themselves comparatively inno- 
cent, but it must be remembered that 
the principle of Socialism was to do away 
absolutely with private capital and pro- 
perty by the confiscation of the instru- 
ments of production by a labour-governed 
State, and all the schemes of social 
reform, as they were called, had in them 
the element of Socialism. If sound 
principles were once departed from, there 
was no knowing where they would stop. 
That was shown by the course of Irish 
legislation. Mr. Gladstone had told 
them that the legislation of 1870 was 
exceptional and final, but they knew 
what the result of that had been. This 
final exceptional legislation had crossed 
the Irish sea and settled in the crofts 
of Scotland, and if the late Govern- 
ment had remained in office they would 
have been in danger of crofter legisla- 
tion in the south and lowlandsof Scotland. 
Further, it had come to this, that in 
the vestry of St. James’s two years ago 
the Grand Committee passed a resolution 
in favour of establishing a court 
in London for fixing the rent of 
business premises and _ shops, and 
to forbid all except primary dealings 
with land and houses in London. 
He had little more to say—only this— 
that from the information he had received 
as regards the General Election the fall 
of the late Government was due to a 
revolt on the part of a free people against 
attacks upon their personal liberties and 
upon the security of their property, and 
similar information had, he was told, 
been given to Lord Salisbury by the 
Conservative Election Agency. He 
would ask what moral was to be drawn 
from this state of things. The moral 
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that he would draw from them was this 
—that if he were the Prime Minister, if 
he were Lord Salisbury, with his enor- 
mous backing, he should put his foot 
down upon these proposals, and would 
take his stand upon freedom of contract, 
upon security of property, and upon the 
rights of individual freedom. It was 
upon that basis that the commercial pros- 
perity of this country was born and 
reared and rested, and their Lordships 
might be assured that it was only by 
adhering to principles such as these that 
that prosperity could be maintained. 
Further, if he were Lord Salisbury, he 
would do this. The Liberal Party had 
forsworn their principles ; they had made 
Liberalism a living lie, and they had 
thrown their flag into the gutter of 
Party Politics. If he were Lord Salis- 
bury he would take that flag up, and 
raise it aloft in the full knowledge and 
conviction that a people such as ours, on 
every page of whose history was written 
the love of liberty in all parts of the 
world, would rally round that flag, and 
would give him present, future, and con- 
tinuous support. The people of this 
country loved liberty above all things. 
Liberty that gave the real charm to life. 
Liberty without which life itself would 
not be worth the living. 

Tut LORD CHANCELLOR said, 
that certainly no apology was needed 
from the noble Lord for having addressed 
them upon this subject. He thought 
there was considerable practical wisdom 
in the speech of the Earl of Wemyss, 
but it was always easy to argue against 
abstract principles, and the difficulty 
commenced when they put these views 
into a Bill which was to become an Act 
of Parliament. If the Government were 
to attempt to carry out any of the views 
which had been denounced, there was 
evidently one voice which would be 
raised against them at considerablelength 
and power. As to the poor law and old- 
age pensions, he had to point out that if 
we proceeded on logical lines—which, 
happily for mankind, we never did—the 
poor law itself was an infringement of 
economic principles. It had been ar- 
gued, What right have you to support 
the poor ? but he was glad to say a more 
Christian spirit had been infused into our 
legislation in that respect. The noble 
Earl had warned the Government against 
the errors committed by offending against 
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economic principles; but there was a 
danger on the other side, and if the state 
of the law was such that the public con- 
science was shocked at seeing men who 
had endeavoured to do their duty to the 
State left without any provision in their 
old age, some rash and dangerous experi- 
ments might be tried. No Member of 
the Government had been committed to 
any specific course in regard to the poor 
law, except that in dealing with those who 
had behaved as well as they could in 
their position in life, but who were un- 
able to support themselves, they had the 
right to live, at all events, and this the 
State had taken upon itself. Another 
principle laid down was that there should 
be a distinction between the deserving 
and the undeserving poor. To that ex- 
tent he believed propositions had been 
made by some of those now responsible 
for the administration of the country, 
but nothing more had been said on the 
matter. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 
Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 4th September 1895. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


NAVY (HEALTH). 


Paper [presented 3rd September] 
to be printed.—{ No. 464.] 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS 
(LONDON). 
Return [presented 3rd September] 
to be printed.—[No. 465.] 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS. 

Return presented relative thereto 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 286, of Session 1894) [ordered 24th 
May, 1895; Mr. Burt]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed.—[{No. 466. } 


The Lord Chancellor. 


{COMMONS} 
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GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 


Return presented, relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 287, of Session 1894) [ordered 24th 
May, 1895; Mr. Burt]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed.—[No. 467. ] 


OCCUPATIONS OF THE PEOPLE 
(ENGLAND AND WALES) ENUME- 
RATED IN 1871, 1881, AND 1891. 

Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 12th March, 1895; Mr. Shaw 

Lefevre|; to lie upon the Table, and to 

be printed.—[No. 468.] 


H.R.H THE DUKE OF CAMBRIDGE 
(APPOINTMENT AS COMMANDER 
IN CHIEF). 


Address for— 


“Copy of Letters Patent issued under the 
Great Seal appointing H.R.H. the Duke of 
Cambridge to be Commander-in-Chief.’”’— 
(Mr. James Lowther). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 4th September; Mr. James 
Lowther| ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed.—{No. 469.] 


QUESTIONS. 


CHANNEL SQUADRON. 

Srr EDWARD GOURLEY (Sun- 
derland) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, the names, class, and 
number of ships told off to visit ports on 
the east coast of Scotland and north- 
east coast of England, prior to their 
being brought back to the dockyards ; 
and, whether these vessels will be told 
off for the Reserve with one-third of 
their normal crews, or sent to Gibraltar 
for the usual winter’s cruise ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : The composition of the 
Channel Squadron now visiting east 
coast ports is as follows :—Battleships :— 
Royal Sovereign, Empress of India, 
Resolution, and Repulse. Cruisers :— 
Blenheim, Endymion, Bellona, Halcyon, 
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and Speedy. There is no intention of 
placing the Channel Squadron in reserve 
The Squadron will cruise during the 
winter in ordinary course. 


SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 


Masor DALBIAC (Camberwell, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, whether there are any clerks 
of the second division now serving who 
are remunerated according to the scale 
of salaries in vogue under the Playfair 
scheme, or whether they were all placed 
on the new scale as laid down by the 
Order in Council of March, 1890, at not 
less than the salary, plus duty-pay if any, 
they were at that time in receipt of ; and, 
whether he will state what would be the 
difference in the total amount received 
in salary by a Playfair clerk who served 
for two years under the old scheme, 
commencing at £95 per annum, and 
was then placed on the new scale, and 
that received by a Ridley clerk com- 
mencing at £70 per annum, both 
entering at the age of 19, and retiring 
at the age of 65 ? 

THe SECRETARY v0 tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston): 
The Playfair second division clerks were 
all placed on the new scale laid down by 
the Order in Council at not less than 
the salary, plus duty-pay if any, which 
they ‘were in receipt of at the time. 
The difference between the receipts on 
the total service of the two clerks 


specified in the second part of the 
question is £1,235. The Playfair clerk 
in the instance given would have 


been exceptionally lucky in obtaining 
the benefits of both the Playfair and 
the Ridley scales from the beginning. 


HYDROPHOBIA. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland—(1) whether 
his attention has been called to the 
death from hydrophobia, at Hyde, of a 
young man named Haywam, who had 
been previously treated for that disease 
at the Paris Pasteur Institute; (2) 
whether he is aware that Philip) 
M‘Govern, of Glan, county Cavan, 
claims to possess a_ specific herbal 
remedy for the treatment of this disease, 
which has resulted in the cure of 
thousands of cases since the days of 
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King Charles I.; and (3) whether, 
having regard to the necessity of doing 
something to cope with the increase of 
rabies, the Government will cause an 
inquiry to be made into the efficacy of 
this remedy, with a view to its adoption 
and use in some central hospital in 
Dublin or elsewhere ? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
TRELAND (Mr. Geratp  Ba.rour, 
Leeds, Central): My attention has not 
been called to the unfortunate occurence 
mentioned in the first part of the 
question, nor am I aware of the remedy 
for hydrophobia which Mr. M‘Govern, 
of Glan, claims to possess. In answer 
to the third part of the question, I am 
afraid that I must observe the natural 
caution and reserve which, to judge 
from the statement in the hon. Member’s 
question, has been adopted by the Lords 
Lieutenant of Ireland since the days of 
Charles I. [Laughter.| 


Custom House. 


LAND COMMISSION, IRELAND. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether it is contemplated 
before next Session of Parliament to 
appoint any Assistant Lay Sub-Land 
Commissioners to deal with the nume- 
rous expected applications for fair-rent 
renewal fixings in 1896; and, if such 
appointments are contemplated, will 
some rule be laid down by which the 
competency and knowledge of possible 
candidates for these offices should be 
tested, which would guarantee to litigants 
that those who value their land shall be 
practical farmers, with a knowledge of 
the value of land in Ireland ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
contemplate any fresh appointments to 
the post of Sub-Commissioner until the 
necessity arises. When such appoint- 
ments are made the qualifications of a 
practical knowledge of values in Ireland 
will, of course, be ene of the essential 
qualifications for the post. 

Mr. FARRELL: Is there a rule 
already in existence on this subject? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It has 
been the practice of my predecessors. 


STATISTICAL DEPARTMENT, CUSTOM 
HOUSE. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 

N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 

Treasury—(1) whether he is aware that, 
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in consequence of the incidence of the 
monthly accounts in the Statistical 
Department of the Custom House, the 
abstractors or assistant clerks employed 
upon it are frequently compelled to lose 
the fortnightly half-holiday granted by 
Order in Council; (2) whether the 
remainder of the establishment are 
allowed to take a half-holiday once a 
fortnight on days other than a Satur- 
day ; and (3) whether, when the abstrac- 
tors or assistant clerks are compelled to 
lose their half-holiday on the Saturday, 
they can have it made up to them by 
being permitted to leave upon some 
other day ? 


*Mr. R. W. HANBURY : No Order 
in Council gives abstractors the right to a 
fortnightly half-holiday on Saturdays, but 
Iunderstand that the Customsextend this 
benefit to their abstractors whenever the 
state of public business allows. The 
answer to the second paragraph is yes. 
Established clerks in the Statistical 
Office are allowed half-holidays, when 
public business permits, on other days 
than Saturday, in order to admit of the 
Saturdays being reserved for the half- 
holidays of the abstractors and boy 
clerks. I will see what can be done 
towards meeting the hon. Member’s con- 
cluding suggestion. 


COURT- MARTIAL AT PORTSMOUTH. 


Mr. W. O. CLOUGH (Portsmouth) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, if he will inquire into the 
sentence passed by a Court-Martial, held 
on Thursday, 29th August 1895, on 
board Her Majesty’s Ship Victory, flag- 
ship at Portsmouth, on Private Charles 
Warner, R.M.L.I., who was charged 
with striking his superior officer, 
Corporal C. E. Attwood, of the same 
corps, the latter being in the execution 
of his duty; if he will ascertain if the 
offence was committed in a moment of 
anger and under great provocation ; if 
he is aware that Warner had borne for 
nine and a-half years an unblemished 
character; whether the Court acted 
within their powers in stopping the 
cross-examination by the  offender’s 
advocate ; and, whether the Admiralty 
will consider the propriety of reducing 
the sentence of twelve months’ imprison- 
ment, with hard labour, which the 
Court-Martial passed upon the offender ? 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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Mr. GOSCHEN : The question of the 
hon. Member has appeared for this 
morning only, and I have not had time 
to look into it. I cannot, however, 
undertake to deal personally with every 
question of naval discipline which may 
occur. 


ARMY PENSION. 


Mr. J. O7KELLY (Roscommon, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War, whether, with a view to increase 
his pension, he will consider the case of 
Michael Connaughten, who joined the 
British Army on 9th July, 1851, in the 
95th Regiment, and served through the 
Crimean War and Indian Mutiny, and 
is in possession of a Crimean medal with 
three clasps, a Turkish medal, a medal 
for the Indian Mutiny and one clasp ; 
he was discharged on 18th June, 1867, 
on a pension of ninepence per day, after 
a service of 15} years, having been 
wounded in battle and discharged 


through bad health ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Powe .t- 
Wituiams, Birmingham, 8.): This case 
will be referred to the Commissioners of 
Chelsea Hospital, and they will be 
asked to consider whether Michael 
Connaughten’s disability has increased 
in consequence of his wound. 


PRISONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. E. H. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal 
Green, S.W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, if 
he will state which of the recommenda- 
tions of the recent Prisons Committee 
he proposes to carry out immediately? 
The hon. Member further asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman would lay upon 
the Table the Report which he had 
received from the Prison Commissioners 
dealing with the recommendations of the 
recent Departmental Committee on 
Prisons ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir 
MartrHew Ruip.iey, Lancashire, Black- 
pool): Some of the recommendations of 
the Prisons Committee will require 
legislation before they can be carried into 
effect. Others, which involve expendi- 
ture, will require Treasury sanction. 
Some can be adopted forthwith, and of 
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these latter some are already in opera- 
tion. I am, however, not at present in 
a position to make a full statement on 
the subject. With respect to the second 
question, I cannot go further than what 
I said on the Estimates—that I would 
consider whether the Prisons Commis- 
sioners’ Report should be laid upon the 
Table. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL : The other day 
the right hon. Gentleman said that there 
were certain of the recommendations 
which he proposed to carry out imme- 
diately. Is there any objection to stating 
what those recommendations are 1 

Sr MATTHEW RIDLEY: That 
answer is not within the limits of the 
question. There are a_ considerable 
number of those recommendations in 
operation now. But as some of those 
which are in operation involve questions 
as to others, it would be inexpedient to 
say anything until I am in a position to 
make a full statement. 


ROYAL HORSE ARTILLERY, 
ALDERSHOT. 
Mr. J. H. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War, can he state 


whether several batteries at Aldershot 
are unserviceable ; and, if so, in what 
respect ? 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The carriages of one 
battery and the guns of another battery 
of the Royal Horse Artillery at Aldershot 
became inefficient during the field-day on 
26th August. The equipment of the 
batteries which went amiss and the 
charge fired were both experimental. 
The efficient guns have been transferred 
to efficient carriages, and only one battery 
remains inefficient. This will be com- 
pleted from the reserve store at Alder- 
shot. The question is receiving the 
serious consideration of the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Is it not the case 
that these guns became practically useless 
after firing blank cartridge ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : I did not say that, 
Sir. 


NAVY FOOD SUPPLY. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
T beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, whether it is the intention of 
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the Government to give any of the Naval 
pork contract to the merchants of Cork ; 
and, whether he will consider, in award- 
ing the contracts between Irish and 
Foreign contractors, that the merchants 
of Ireland are obliged to pay Imperial 
taxes for the support of the Navy ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Questions of this 
kind do not come usually before me, but 
I can assure the hon. Member that the 
merchants of Cork will be dealt with 
fairly. The tenders for the next supply 
of pork are not yet due. 


APPOINTMENT AS COMMANDER-IN- 
CHIEF. 


DUKE OF CAMBRIDGE. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet) asked whether the returns 
which were on the Paper in his name 
with reference to the Duke of Cam- 
bridge’s appointment to and resignation 
from the office of Commander-in-Chief 
would be allowed to pass as unopposed 
Returns ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : The first Return 
asked for can be laid on the Table. As 
to the second, the arrangements as to 
the relinquishment of the command by 
the Duke of Cambridge were made per- 
sonally between the late Secretary of 
State and His Royal Highness, and 
therefore there are no official papers to 
lay on the Table. 


ESTIMATES. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said he wished to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it was 
the fact that Committees were appointed 
some years ago to discuss the Army and 
Navy Estimates; whether those Commit- 
tees had been discontinued, and whether 
he did not think it advisable that those 
Committees should be reappointed. 

*Mr. HANBURY: I can hardly 
answer that question. The Committees 
on the Army and Navy Estimates were 
appointed nine or ten years ago, and they 
only sat two years. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE, 
Resolved, that this House do meet 


| To-morrow at Ten of the clock.—(Mr. 


Hanbury.) 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
TION) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and report- 
ed, without Amendment; to be read 
the Third time To-morrow. 


(APPROPRIA- 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 

Considered in Committee. 

Mr. J. W. Lowrtuer in the Chair. 
(In the Committee). 


Question again proposed— 


“That it appears, by the Accounts laid before 
this House, that the Total Revenue of India for 
the year ending the 3lst day of March 1894 
was Rx.90,565,214; that the Total Expendi- 
ture in India and in England charged against 
the Revenue was Rx.92,112,212; that there was 
an excess of Expenditure over Revenue of 
Rx.1,546,998; and that the Capital Outlay 
on Railways and Irrigation Works was 
Rx.3,621,252.” 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gzorce Hamitron, Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) said: Those conversant 
with Indian finance are aware that the 
annual statement which the India Office 
has to make, refers to three financial 
years and not two. The revenue and 
expenditure accounts now under the 
consideration of the Committee relate to 
the years 1893-4, 1894-5, and 1895-6. 
The figures of the first year are those of 
the closed account, those of the second 
year are in the closing stage, and those 
of the third year are estimates alone. I 
propose to take throughout the net 
revenue and expenditure, and to revert 
to the old form as contained in the 
accounts of the Indian Government for 
some time past. My right hon. Friend 
and predecessor, amongst other great 
qualities, is a high expert in these ques- 
tions of accounts. While he was at the 
Treasury he introduced great improve- 
ments in the annual returns presented to 
Parliament. While my right hon. Friend 
was at the India Office he endeavoured 
to classify the revenue and expenditure 
of India on the same principles. But 
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one or two small alterations have to be 
made in the accounts of the Indian 
Government this year; and until these 
are complete I do not propose to deal 
with the matter. But I hope we shall 
settle all these small matters of detail 
before the close of the financial year. 
For the present I propose to take the 
statement of net revenue and expendi- 
ture as contained in the accounts 
before the Committee, which show 
deductions for cost of collection in 
respect of all the principal heads of 
revenue ; while on the expenditure side 
deparmental receipts are deducted from 
gross cxpenditure. In 1893-4 we find a 
net revenue of Rx.50,328,000, and a 
net expenditure of Rx.51,875,000, 
showing a deficit of Rx.1,547,000. 
This is better by Rx.245,800 than the 
deficit as estimated last year of 
Rx.1,792,800. The revenue is better 
by Rx.74,900, and the expenditure is 
less by Rx.170,900. I now come to 
the revised Estimate for the year 1894-5; 
and the finance of the year is worthy 
of close attention. The preparations of 
the estimates of expenditure and revenue 
took place in a period of great financial 
depression. The exchange in the pre- 
ceding year had been taken in the 
revised Estimate at 146d. per rupee. 
The amount realised was 14-5466d. 
per rupee. But there were indi- 
cations that the exchange value of 
the rupee was likely to fall; there- 
fore the Indian Government were 
compelled to estimate their transactions 
for the ensuing year at a lower rate 
than that at which they had taken it in 
the preceding year. Every variation of 
one-tenth of a penny in the exchange 
value of the rupee makes a difference of 
about 22 lakhs to the Indian revenue or 
expenditure, as the case may be. There- 
fore the Indian Government, having to 
provide a considerable additional sum 
to meet the further fall in the exchange, 
were compelled to look around to find 
how they could balance revenue and 
expenditure. They had in their judg- 
ment almost exhausted the resources of 
taxation, and so they proposed certain 
reductions of expenditure. They reduced 
the Imperial expenditure on Civil Works 
by Rx.130,000, and on Military Works by 
Rx.150,000.. They further obtained 
assistance from the provincial Govern- 
ments to the extent of Rx.405,000 and 


Revenue Accounts. 
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suspended the operation of the Famine 
Insurance Fund to the extent of 
Rx.1,076,200, and they imposed import 
duties on most articles of trade, estimated 
to produce Rx.1,140,000 net. In this 
way they were able to reduce their 
deficit to Rx.301,900. The revenue for 
1894-5 was taken at Rx.50,943,500 ; and 
the expenditure at Rx. 51,245,400. But 
the exchange fell heavily in the earlier 
months of the financial year, so that the 
exchange value of the rupee was 
depreciated from 14d. to 123id. 
The Indian Government were therefore 
compelled to look about for some addi- 
tions to their revenue, the reductions of 
expenditure being exhausted. They 
were compelled to have recourse to the 
only tax available, and the right hon. 
Gentleman, after full consideration, gave 
his assent to cotton goods being included 


in the Customs duties, and the inclusion | 


of cotton goods in such duties was esti- 
mated to yield Rx.354,100. The Excise 
was estimated to yield Rx.12,500, so 
that the addition to the revenue, accord- 
ing to the estimate, after allowing 
for refunds, was Rx.359,100. But the 
fall in the value of the rupee had 
added an expenditure far exceeding that 
amount, so that, unless there was an 
improvement in the revenue, there was 
the prospect of having to face a deficit 
far in excess of that which was originally 
estimated. I am glad, however, to be 
able to give a better account of the 
revenue than was then anticipated. The 
revised figures show an increase in the 
revenue of Rx.2,794,800. The net 
expenditure is only increased by 
Rx.1,502,400. The revised figures, there- 
fore, are Rx.1,292,400 better than the 
Estimate of last year, and this improve- 
ment has enabled the Indian Government 
to turn their estimated deficit of 
Rx.301,900 into a surplus of Rx.990,500. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] I pointed out that 
the expenditure is increased by 
Rx.1,502,400. The charge for exchange 
on net sterling expenditure, in addi- 
tion to that originally estimated by 
the Government for this year, has 
amounted to Rx.1,806,700, so that, 
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which the Indian Government have to 
contend is the fa!] in exchange—it has a 
blighting and withering influence in 
every direction. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] The 
main source of the improvement of which 
I have spoken will be found in the Rail- 
way Revenue Account, which, though 
on the whole showing an additional 
charge on Imperial account of 
Rx.313,300, was, apart from exchange, 
better by Rx.395,500. There was a net 
reduction on the Army expenditure of 
Rx.259,400, and under other heads of ex- 
penditure of Rx.47,400. In the middle of 
the financial yeara most successful conver- 
sion of the debt was made, for which I beg 
to offer my congratulations to my prede- 
cessor. The Four per cent. Rupee Loan 
was converted into a debt bearing 
interest at 3} per cent., but there was a 
certain necessary expenditure attending 
this conversion which increased the 
estimated expenditure of the year by 
Rx.301,000. This increase, however, will 
bring a more than corresponding gain in 
subsequent years in the diminution of 
the interest which hereafter will have to 
be paid. Turning to the revenue side, 
part of the large increase is due to opium. 
The year 1894-5 was the sixth consecutive 
bad year, and the worst of the six. The 
price consequently rose, and it ultimately 
attained the figure in December of 
Rs.1,480, in January Rs.1,523, and in 
February Rs.1,540, which is the highest 
price known since 1871. This rise in 
the price of opium enabled the Indian 
Government to raise the duty on the 
Malwa opium. There was also a reduc- 
tion in the expenditure, so that the net 
revenue was better, so far as opium was 
concerned, by Rx.1,537,300. The next 
head of revenue which shows a marked 
improvement is the Customs. The new 
Customs Bill was imposed at the close of 
1893-4. In the Budget for 1894-5, 
credit was taken for an addition through 
the Customs Duties of Rx.1,270,000, 
including Rx.100,000 on imports of 
silver. In the revised Estimate the new 
duties are taken at Rx.1,733,000, 
including Rx.355,000 from silver, a gain 
over the Budget of Rx.463,000. The 
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apart from that, there would have been| improvement on articles paying the old 
a reduction of net Imperial expenditure | rates of duty was Rx.100,600, and the 


of over Rx.300,000. 


I wish the Com-| inclusion 


in the Customs Duties of 


mittee to bear this fact prominently in|cotton goods brought in during the 
mind, thatright throughout the statement | last three months of the year a further 


I have to make, the one difficulty with|increase of Rx.354,000. 


Rx.12,500 
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was obtained from the Excise on yarns, | was not proposed to renew ; it amounted 
and the charges for collection were less | to Rx.685,000. There was an additional 
than had been estimated by Rx.22,000. | charge in connection with the cultivation 
The final result is an improvement, so | of opium amounting to Rx.460,000, and 
far as the net Customs revenue is con-| there wasacertain preliminary expendi- 
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cerned, of Rx.952,100. In addition to| 
these two great sources of improvement— | 
opium and Customs—the net revenue was | 
enhanced under Excise by Rx.203,600, | 
and under stamps, assessed taxes, | 
forest, and other heads, by Rx.216,100. 
On the other hand, there was a falling 
off in the land revenue, owing to the 
postponement of collection, especially 
in the North-West Provinces, of 
Rx.114,300. Iam glad, however, to say 
that I have received further accounts 
which indicate what the final results of 
the year will be, and these accounts 
show a still further improvement. The 
net revenue is expected to be Rx.7,000 
better than the revised Estimate, and the 
netexpenditure is reduced by Rx.232,500. 
There is, therefore, every probability 
that the surplus for the year will 
amount to Rx.1,230,000. [Cheers.] I 
think this result is very satisfactory. 
Now, the bills sold last year 
amounted to Rx.30,970,000 and it 
realised £16,905,102. I am sorry to 
say that, although this is by far the 
largest amount of bills which have 
ever been sold, owing to the great fall in 
the valne of the rupee it has not realised 
the largest amount in gold, for in 1881-2 
Rx.22,211,000 realised £18,412,429. 
I think there are four distinctive 
features in connection with the finance 
of 1894-5, the year with which I am 
dealing. The deficit has been converted 
into a considerable surplus under the 
most depressed conditions yet known in 
connection with exchange; there has 
been the largest sale of bills upon India ; 
the credit for borrowing purposes is 
raised to a higher point than has ever be- 
fore been attained ; and the last, but I am 
afraid not the least, feature is the imposi- 
tion of Import Duties upon cotton goods. 
I now come to the Budget Estimate for 
1895-6, taking as my basis the deficit in| 
the Budget for 1894-5 of Rx.301,900. 
The additional charge for exchange was 
estimated at Rx.2,503,700. There was 
certain exceptional relief obtained, as I 
have explained, in 1894-5 by the con- 
tributions of the Provincial Governments 
and by cutting down the expenditure 
on Civil and Military Works, which it 
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ture connected with the Chitral expedi- 
tion which amounted to Rx.150,000, 
The Indian Government also decided 
to increase the pay of the Sepoy to Rs.9 a 
month, adding for 1895-6 Rx.180,000. 
That will give great satisfaction to a 
body of men who have, on every 
occasion on which they have been asked 
to take part in any military expedi- 
tion, greatly distinguished themselves. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] Therefore, the ex- 
cess of expenditure for which the 
Indian Government had to provide is 
Rx.4,280,600. Against this they reck- 
oned on the following improvements :— 
Saving of interest by conversion of debt, 
Rx.422,000, and by discharge of debt not 
at present replaced, Rx.102,800; increase 
from General Customs Duties, Rx.427,900; 
cotton import and Excise Duties, 
Rx.1,455,000, making a total improve- 
ment from Customs of Rx.1,882,900. 
There was an estimated improvement 
in General Revenues of Rx.1,919,100 
making a grand total of Rx.4,326,800 
which gives the small surplus of 
Rx.46,200. Since then we have had 
information as to the estimated expen- 
diture in connection with the Chitral 
expedition and the occupation of Chitral, 
and other charges which have cropped 
up in the interval. The increase of expen- 
diture on the Chitral expedition is esti- 
mated at Rx.2,210,000 ; Chitral occupa- 
tion, Rx.200,000; and other charges 
connected with other departments, 
Rx.160,000, making a total estimated 
increase of expenditure of Rx.2,570,000. 
On the other hand, there is a saving on 
opium payments of Rx.800,000, making, 
therefore, a net increase of expenditure 
of Rx.1,770,000, There is an increase 
of revenue of Rx.510,000, showing 
a net deterioration of Rx.1,260,000. 
According to these figures, including 
the previous estimated surplus, the 
deficit will be Rx.1,213,800. I am 
glad to say that the exchange has been 
a less heavy drain upon the Indian Ex- 
chequer than was anticipated, and there 
are various signs of improvement in cer- 
tain portions of the Indian revenue. 
I am, therefore, sanguine that before the 
year closes we shall arrive at a much 





—— YS 


en ME se el dd 


a —” 
- 


-y @ 


we 
. 


K- ew 6D —T errr OOor en TF 


» “pd 
- 


Oo + m@ ww OVS 2 VRQ OD @ 


ew OD « 





170] East India 


closer approximation between income 
and expenditure than these figures indi- 
cate. Taking a view of the last three 
years, we have these facts brought before 
us. We started in the first year with a 
considerable deficit, in the second year 
we converted that deficit into a surplus, 
and in the third year, though we have a 
deficit, it is entirely due to unexpected 
very large military operations; while 
there can be very little doubt that a con- 
siderable part of the military operations 
will be paid for out of the revenue of the 
year. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] I think the posi- 
tion is distinctly better than it was three 
years ago, but it is still not free from 
anxiety, Indian finance requiring close 
vigilance and supervision. I have dealt 
with the figures of the last three years. 
The embarrassments and difficulties with 
which the Government have had to con- 
tend during the last three years have 
naturally been the subject of much criti- 
cism, and they have had many accusa- 
tions brought against them. There is an 
impression that the financial embarrass- 
ments of the Indian Government are 
largely due to there being no effective 
supervision over their expenditure, and 
that these embarrassments were only 
natural, inasmuch as the control of 
Indian expenditure was entirely vested 
in the official element in the Govern- 
ment. It was assumed that if you 
could associate with the officials an 
elective or representative element, the 
effect of that amalgamation would be to 
increase the stringency of financial super- 
vision and produce economy where extra- 
vagance now reigns. I want to test, by 
the latest authentic returns, the accuracy 
of this allegation. Is it true or is it not 
that the Indian Government are extra- 
vagant and do not sufficiently supervise 
the expenditure under their charge, and 
is it likely, taking experience afforded 
by the circumstances of the expenditure 
of other countries, that you wouldimprove 
and strengthen the financial control over 
the expenditure of India by associating 
an elective or representative element 
with the Indian Government? I pro- 
pose, for the purpose of answering these 
two questions, to take the returns of the 
last decade and to look first at the return 
which relates to the Imperial expendi- 
ture of Great Britain. Here the elec- 
tive and representative element have 
greater control over expenditure than 
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probably in any other country in the 
world, and if these elements can produce 
economy and a reduction of expenditure 
anywhere you would imagine it was in 
this House. The Army and Navy 
expenditure of Great Britain in 1884-5 
was £30,561,000, and in 1894-5 
£35,143,563. The expenditure on Civil 
Service and education 10 years ago was 
£11,000,000; it has now risen to 
£15,810,000, and, therefore, under these 
two heads alone, the expenditure, which 
is entirely under the control of this 
House, has been increased in the last 
decade by £9,390,000. I contrast this 
with the expenditure of the Indian Gov- 
ernment. The Indian Government are 
in a position of much greater difficulty 
than the Government here. During 
that period they have had an increase of 
territory. Burma has been annexed, 
and various other small portions 
adjacent to the frontier of other parts 
of the Empire. The increase of popu- 
lation during that period has been no less 
than 33,000,000, and of this 23,000,000 
is contained in territory directly adminis- 
tered by the Indian Government ; there- 
fore, one would assume that, having 
so very large an increase of area to 
administer and, having thus had, as a 
matter of policy, to meet the necessity of 
adding largely to the Army, the increase 
of expenditure during this decade would 
naturally be higher in comparison than 
that of the Imperial Government. The 
net expenditure for 1884-5 of the Indian 
Government was Rx.41,907,813, and in 
1894-5 Rx.52,747,800, showing an in- 
crease of Rx.10,839,987. Now, part of 
the expenditure is under the control of 
the Indian Government, but there are 
certain charges which are not. That 
which is not under their control is the 
increased expenditure caused by ex- 
change. Theincreased charge for exchange 
during the decade was Rx.11,156,304, 
which is greater than the absolute 
increase of the whole net expenditure by 
Rx.316,317. In other words, the Indian 
Government—although they have had to 
administer a much larger territory during 
that period, although 20,000 additional 
Native soldiers have had to be added to 
the Native Army and 10,000 Europeans 
to the British Army—have been able 
adequately to carry on all these 
additional duties at a less cost than 
10 years ago. [Cheers.] I say that 
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is a very remarkable performance. If 
any Political Party in this country 
were able to discharge their financial 
duties as adequately, the feat would 
be advertised from one end of the 
country to the other, and if there was 
an Election it would be the standpoint 
from which the Political Party associated 
with such financial feats would have ap- 
pealed to the country. And surely, Sir, 
if performances such as this in our own 
country would be entitled to praise, ought 
we to deny our countrymen at the other 
end of the world a similar meed of 
praise when they have accomplished 
such results? [Cheers.] I think I have 
effectually disproved the allegation that 
the embarrassments of the Indian Gov- 
ernment are due to inefficient control 
over their expenditure. [‘ Hear, hear!”] 
I now turn to the other side of the ac- 
count—namely, the Revenue Account. 
The increase of Revenue in _ the 
period with which I am dealing is 
Rx.12,216,933. Is that due to the 
heavy, crushing taxation which has been 
imposed on India? Excluding the Cus- 
toms, the bulk of which is certainly not 
paid by the native population, there has 
only been imposed in that period addi- 
tional taxation to the amount of 
Rx.2,940,000. In 1882, a large remis- 
sion of taxation took place. That year 
is anterior to the decade I have chosen, 
but if you take the amount of the taxa- 
tion remitted in 1882 and balance that 
against all the taxation which has been 
imposed since, you will find that the two 
amounts nearly balance one another ; 
and, in fact, the only additional taxation 
from 1882 which has been imposed upon 
India is that in connection with the 
Customs Duty of last year. I have looked 
through the proceeds of the various 
taxes which have been imposed, and I 
am bound to say there is only one tax 
which does seem to press more heavily 
on the Indian people. That is the Salt 
Tax, which was raised in 1888. The 
consumption of salt seems to be an un- 
failing gauge as to the condition of the 
ryots throughout the country. The in- 
crease in the consumption of salt steadily 
increased up to 1892-3, and then there 
was a falling-off of 4 per cent. In 1894-5 
there was a recovery of 2 per cent., 
and, so far as statistics are available 
at the present month, there are symp- 
toms that that recovery is continuous. 
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At the same time I shall watch 
the Salt Tax, which certainly seems 
to have reached the maximum limit, with 
the view, if possible, of taking an early 
opportunity of reducing it. Sir James 
Westland, the present Finance Minister, 
expressed his opinion before the Select 
Committee of 1884, that the normal im- 
provement of the financial position of 
India might be estimated at about 41 
lakhs annually. Taking the period with 
which I have dealt, I think we may fairly 
say that a large portion of that increase 
is due to the normal growth of the 
revenue, and not to increased taxation. 
The further question has been asked— 
Does India pay her way? I propose to 
answer that by again investigating the 
figures supplied to us by the decade to 
which I have already alluded. Taking 
that decade, I find that there are six 
years of surplus and four years of deficit. 
The net result of the ten years is a 
surplus of Rx.1,000,000. But against 
that I am bound to say there is a cireum- 
stance which must be taken into account. 
During that time there has been a 
certain amount of debt raised in this 
country, and whenever a debt is raised 
for the purpose of meeting the annual 
obligations through inability to sell bills, 
the money so raised does benefit the year 
of the expenditure, and in a manner 
which cannot be brought to account, 
because, by diminishing the number of 
rupees that would otherwise be sold, it 
advances the price of those that are 
sold. The amount of the debt which 
was incurred in this period through the 
failure of the sale of bills amounts to 
£9,386,000, and I expect if we trace the 
exact effect of that sum in India we 
should find it probably rather more 
than counterbalanced the surplus of 
Rx.1,000,000 to which I have alluded. 
Anyhow, during this period of excep- 
tional embarrassment India has practi- 
cally paid her way. [Cheers.| She has 
done more. The right hon. Gentleman, 
my predecessor in Office, on more 
than one occasion called attention 
to the fact that probably no civilised 
country in the world contains so satis- 
factory a balance-sheet of liabilities and 
assets. If we take the assets and lia- 
bilities, we find that in India, including 
railways, irrigation works, loans to muni- 
cipalities, and existing cash balances, 
India has assets amounting to 
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Rx.149,542,000. Against that she has 
only debts and obligations amounting to 
Rx.122,951,000, showing an excess of 
assets over liabilities of Rx.26,591,000. 
On the other hand, in England she has 
a considerable sterling debt. Her 
liabilities here are £116,006,000 of debt. 
Against that she has purchased railways 
which cost £59,236,000 ; there are ad- 
vances to railway companies £5,409,000, 
and a cash balance of £2,446,000, 
showing an excess of liabilities over 
assets in this country of £48,915,000. 
When we think of the size of the conti- 
nent that the Indian Government 
administer, I think that is a most satis- 
factory balance-sheet. ere IT have 
dealt with the bright side of Indian 
finance, and now take the dark side. I 
come to the question of exchange. Ido 
not know if it is known to the general 
public that for more than 20 years—that 
is, from 1850 to 1870—the average 
exchangeable value of the rupee was 2s., 
and that in 1873-4 the rupee began 
to fall in value, owing to the breaking 
down of the Latin Union and the de- 
monetisation of silver by the German 
Government. Now two decades have 
elapsed since then. At the commence- 
ment of 1876-7 the exchange value of 
the rupee was ls. 9}d.; at the close of 
the decade it was ls. 74d., a consider- 
able decline; but at the commencement 
of the next decade we commenced with 
silver at 1s. 64d. and we ended with 
silver at ls. 1d. The Committee will 
therefore see that the fall in the price of 
silver has increased during the last 
decade in a greater proportion than in 
the previous decade. I have noticed in 
certain journals and among certain in- 
dividuals a tendency to maintain that 
this very heavy fall in silver is beneficial 
to India. I see it stated in a very able 
paper, the Statist, that on the whole this 
fall was beneficial even to the Govern- 
ment of India. They sum up the 
position thus :— 


“The Government has not been injured, in 
= of all the talk about loss by exchange ; for 
if the burden of the foreign obligations of the 
Government has been increased, the ability of 
the taxpayers to bear the burden has been 
correspondingly increased also.”’ 


That isa broad assertion. I do not think 
anybody can make that assertion until 
he knows what the cost to the taxpayer 
has been. Now, has any hon. Gentleman, 


VOL. XXXVI. [FourTH SERIES. | 


{4 SepreMBER 1895} 





1706 


even the most optimistic, realised what the 
strain on the Indian revenue is by the 
constant fall in the price of silver and 
in the exchange value of the rupee? In 
1884-5 the total charge on the revenue 
of India for meeting its obligations in 
London was a charge amounting to 
8 per cent. of the total net revenue 
of the country, the amount being 
Rx.3,535,900. Last year that amount 
rose to Rx.14,751,600. The revenue has 
largely increased in the interval, but the 
increased number of rupees which the 
Indian Government have to remit to 
meet their obligations absorbs 27 per 
cent. of the total net Imperial revenue. 
[“ Hear, hear!”] The net exports of 
merchandise in 1884-5 amounted to 
Rx.27,552,200; in 1894-5 they were 
Rx.35,412,600. Therefore, there is 
only an increase in value of net ex- 
ports of eight million tens of rupees 
during that period, while the charge for 
exchange on the Indian Government has 
increased by upwards of 11 millons. 
But if it be such a benefit to India, this 
constant fall in the price of silver, why 
have all these Committees been appoint- 
ed to investigate the subject? Why 
have all these remedies been suggested ? 
A very important Committee sat two or 
three years ago, and the adoption of their 
main proposal caused a divergence be- 
tween the exchange value of therupee and 
the current price of silver. Undoubtedly 
their plan succeeded. From the moment 
the mints were closed the exchange 
value of the rupee has separated itself 
from the current price of silver, the 
difference at the present time being some- 
thing like 2d. per rupee. At the same 
time I cannot quite admit that this is 
entirely satisfactory, because it must be 
remembered that by closing the mints 
in India you diminish the price of silver 
all over the world. After all, this pro- 
posal is at best a makeshift. Simul- 
taneously with the closing of the mints in 
India certain movements of treasure have 
taken place which are worthy of notice. 
The net imports of treasure into India 
in the year before the mints were closed 
amounted to Rx.10,051,000. The 
amount of silver coined at Calcutta and 
Bombay in that year was Rx.12,612,000. 
In the middle of the next year the mints 
were closed, but the import of treasure 
had not then ceased, and it amounted to 
Rx.14,361,064, while the amount of 
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silver coined in Calcutta and Bombay 
was Rx.4,902,000. In 1894-5 the 
mints altogether ceased to coin, and for 
the first time there is a great falling-off 
in the import of treasure, which only 
amounts to Rx.1,355,000. Simulta- 
neously with this there is a movement 
which shows that more rupees are coming 
into circulation. There is a curious in- 
stitution called the rupee census, a sub- 
ject to which Mr. Harrison has paid 
special attention, and he came to the 
conclusion last year that there had been 
a smaller return of old rupees into 
circulation than was supposed; but 
this year there is evidence of a dis- 
tinct expansion of the circulation of 
old rupees, and he estimates this at 
about three crores. Assuming that to 
be correct, of course its effect on 
the currency is the same as if the 
mints during this year had coined 
that amount. The average coinage of 
the mints has ranged from 3} to 13 
crores of rupees, the average being 8} 
crores. I have now finished the part of 
my statement which relates to exchange. 
I have not ventured to enter into the 
controversial matter which this subject 
is calculated to provoke, but I think 
hon. Members will feel that we ought 
not to be satisfied with the present posi- 
tion of affairs, and that we cannot look 
upon any policy which is a mere make- 
shift as a permanent and satisfactory 
one. There is one branch of Indian 
finance to which I think sufficient 
attention in previous statements has 
not been directed, and to which I 
believe my right hon. friend opposite 
(Sir H. Fowler) intended to devote 
a large portion of his speech had he 
remained in office, and that is Provincial 
Finance. Now Provincial Finance does 
not correspond to anything known in 
this country as Local Finance. The 
Indian Government may, from this 
point of view, be described as a federal 
system, which does not correspond to the 
financial constitution of this country. 
Up to 1871 it was the custom for all the 
Imperial Revenue collected to be paid 
into a Central Fund ; and the local Gov- 
ernments drew on that Fund for their 
administrative wants. This arrange- 
ment was very unsatisfactory, because 
the object of every provincial Govern- 
ment was to get as much as possible out 
of the Central Fund, and the object of 
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the central Government was to try and 
check these demands. Lord Mayo, in 
1870, acting on the advice of Sir John 
Strachey, issued a Minute, by which he 
largely decentralised this system, giving 
to the provincial Governments a fixed 
grant, with power to apply it as they 
wished to the various administrative 


Revenue Accounts. 


services. He handed over to them 
gaols, registration, police, education, 


medical services, printing, roads, mis- 


cellaneous public improvements, and 
civil buildings. The experiment an- 
swered admirably. In 1877-8 Sir 


John Strachey was Finance Minister. 
He was face to face with a very heavy 
deficit. There had been a series of bad 
years; the Revenue was largely con- 
tracted and the expenditure augmented, 
and he had to suggest ways ..nd means 
by which to meet the financial embarrass- 
ment. He made a very elaborate Budget, 
which was much discussed at the time, 
and was hotly contested in this House. 
His proposal was further to develop 
decentralisation, and give to the various 
Governments the management of, and 
responsibility for, land revenue, excise, 
stamps, general administration, and law 
and justice. He also gave them a further 
interest in connection with the disburse- 
ment of certain revenues, and made up 
a Scheme by which the surplus or deficit 
over certain specified amounts should be 
divided between the provincial Govern- 
ments and the Imperial Government. 
In addition, he gave them control over 
public works and the revenue in connec- 
tion with canals. This system was 
further developed in 1882-3. I attach 
very great importance to this work 
of decentralisation. I believe it is 
capable of almost indefinite expan- 
sion, and in course of time may solve 
some of the problems connected with 
the extension of local government in 
India. [ Hear, hear!”| I may just 
mention one incident connected with it 
which personally affected myself. The 
last occasion on which I had the honour 
of introducing the Indian Budget 
was in 1877; and it had reference to 
these proposals of Sir John Strachey. 
At that time party feeling ran very 
high on the Eastern Question, and it 
was announced that Mr. Fawcett would 
move a series of resolutions condemning 
the proposals wholesale. I was informed, 
too, that he had enlisted the services of 
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no less a person than Mr. Gladstone, 
and I confess I contemplated with con- 
siderable alarm the idea of being demo- 
lished by that great financier, who had 
intimated his intention of taking part in 
the Debate. But I was quite sure that 
the main proposals which underlay Sir 
John Strachey’s Budget would appeal to 
the financial conscience of Mr. Gladstone, 
and I felt that, if I could do anything like 
adequate justice to my case, I should be 
able to make some impression upon him. 
I had the satisfaction of seeing that as 
the Government case was unfolded he 
became more and more interested in it. 
He ceased taking notes, and towards the 
close of the statement which I had to 
make he tore up his notes and walked out 
of the House. Nextday I had the satis- 
faction of receiving a message from him 
to say that, although he did not approve 
of a good many of the Government pro- 
posals, in this principle of devolution he 
saw so sound a financial principle that 
he was determined in no way to oppose 
its adoption. [Cheers.| I mention this 
because it is somewhat remarkable that 
two such distinguished men as Sir John 
Strachey and Mr. Gladstone, from differ- 
ent parts of the world, should both see 
that in the development of this system 
we could find remedies for the over- 
centralised Government in India. Both 
these remarkable men retired from 
public life this year, Sir John Strachey 
after 50 years of admirable service in 
India. I doubt whether there is any 
man, however distinguished, who has 
done more to develop the material 
condition of India than Sir John 
Strachey. He has been the trusted 
adviser of several Viceroys and several 
Secretaries of State, and I am sure 
all who have ever been brought 
into contact with him will feel, should 
any emergency arise, the lack of that 
intellectual grip, keen insight, thorough- 
ness of purpose, and indomitable courage 
which ever characterised Sir John 
Strachey. Sir John Strachey also 
initiated the Famine Fund. I was re- 
sponsible for the first statement made in 
connection with that Fund, but its 
purpose has been very much misunder- 
stood. His object was to try and 
provide a surplus revenue to meet the 
contingency of famine then constantly 
recurring. But he never proposed to 
maintain that for all time to come this 
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Famine Insurance Fund was to be de- 
voted to purposes which, however im- 
portant in themselves, it might be 
necessary to postpone for want of the 
necessary income in unfavourable years. 
During the last 15 years no less 
than Rx.16,500,000 have been devoted 
to the purposes of famine insurance, 
and inasmuch as the maximum contem- 
plated was Rx.22,500,000, I think 
we may congratulate ourselves that dur- 
ing this trying period we have been 
able to realise no less than 70 per cent. 
of the beneficent intentions of this fund. 
In association with this development of 
provincial finance and the establishment 
of the Famine Insurance Fund, Sir John 
Strachey did much to develop public 
works, and especially railways; and 
therefore, taking the date of the Budget 
of 1878, and comparing it with the 
present time, there are some very satis- 
factory results to note. At that time 
there were 8,200 miles of railway in 
India ; now there are 18,974 miles. At 
that time the average of working ex- 
penses to gross earnings was 49 per cent.; 
now it is 46 per cent. [Cheers.| The 
percentage of net earnings to capital at 
that time was 4°52 per cent. ; now it is 
5°69 percent. The telegraphs show an 
equally satisfactory expansion. As 
regards irrigation, at that time there were 
estimated to be about 6,341 miles of 
main canals; now there are 12,470 
miles. The distributaries were then 
estimated to be 15,825 miles ; now they 
are 26,120 miles. But with this increase 
of the irrigated area, there has been a 
decrease in the profits; the percentage 
of net revenue on capital outlay, which 
was then 5-9 per cent., having fallen 
now to 4:8 per cent. I have always 
felt, as regards irrigation, that you 
could not extend wholesale irriga- 
tion all over India without taking 
into consideration the rainfall of each 
respective province. The rainfall varies 
very much in India, and is heavierasarule 
in the more thickly-populated districts. 
In normal years irrigation works would 
be of little use in these districts. 
It has always seemed to me that the 
right method of meeting the risk of 
famine in these districts is not by irriga- 
tion, but by extending the railroads, and 
I believe that is the principle which 
the Indian Government have adopted. 
Various reports laid before the House 
3¥ 2 
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show that there is a very wide scope for 
the employment of capital in India in 
almost every form of industrial under- 
taking, and railway extension is, in my 
judgment, an essential preliminary to 
the encouragement of such enterprises. 
Undoubtedly, the original guarantee 
system under which we began the con- 
struction of railways was an extravagant 
system. But if railways are to be 
promoted by private enterprise on the 
present basis of a rebate, the question 
at once arises of the proportion of 
through traffic receipts the new lines 
should have. That is a very com- 
plicated question. The Indian Govern- 
ment and the India Office in recent 
years tried to lay down principles by 
which there should be an equitable 
division of this through traffic between 
existing lines and new branch lines. The 
result is that the profits or dividends 
which a new railway under this system 
are likely to earn are very difficult, in the 
first instance, to ascertain ; and it is still 
more difficult for the ordinary investor 
exactly to ascertain the return he will 
get upon his capital. My belief is that 
we shall have to go back to some limited 
form of guarantee, giving these enter- 
prises an interest in developing the 
railroad which they manage. It seems 
to me that at the present moment 
what the investor and the money 
market like is the certainty of a small 
return with a prospective increment. If 
we work in that direction we shall be 
able to create a stock in which trustees 
can invest. I attach the greatest im- 
portance to the extension and develop- 
ment of railroads, and I know my 
predecessor did so, too. And certainly, 
so long as we have the evils of a falling 
exchange to contend with, the develop- 
ment of the railway system is the best 
antidote to that evil. I thank the Com- 
mittee for the attention with which they 
have listened to my speech. [‘ Hear, 
hear a It is a good many years since I 
last had the honour of laying a statement 
of this kind before the House, but I am 
bound to say, having looked into the facts 
with a perfectly open mind, and having 
examined most of the statistics which in 
any way indicate moral or material pro- 
gress, it seems to me that in the main 
India has greatly improved during this 
period of 18 years. We have certain 
difficulties to deal with ; but, after all, 
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creased military establishments, frontier 
complications, and the increasing desire 
amongst certain classes in India to par- 
ticipate in the government of their own 
country—still exist. These are diffi- 
culties which we have always had, and 
which, so far as I can see, we are likely 
to have for a long time to come—diffi- 
culties which do not lend themselves to 
any immediate or any final solu- 
tion. But I am glad to say that we 
have during this period contrived to 
eliminate, to a large extent, from our 
difficulties the terrible old evil of famine. 
Whether that be due to the accident 
of a long series of beneficent harvests, 
or to the precautions which the Indian 
Government have taken, I cannot say. 
But certainly, in the last 12 years neither 
Indian revenue nor Indian expenditure 
has largely suffered from famine. But 
there is always one difficulty—a difficulty 
quite as great and even more subtle than 
any I have enumerated—which always 
will attend Indian administration, and 
that is the attitude which any new 
House of Commons may assume upon 
Indian questions. The position of the 
Indian Government is truly anomalous. 
We have established at the other end of 
the world a great Government, and given 
it control over something like one-sixth 
of the human race. We have invested 
the head of that Government with all 
the pomp and paraphernalia of an omni- 
potent and of a final authority. Few 
monarchs have greater power, or are 
surrounded with greater pomp. And 
yet there is nota single detail in the 
administration of that continent, and not 
one iota of the policy of the Indian 
Government, which may not at any 
moment be called in question and 
reversed by an elective assembly sitting 
thousands of miles from the seat of action. 
The whole fabric of the Indian Govern- 
ment is based on an Act of Parliament. 
We wish to infuse into the Indian 
Government what we may call the 
elements of progress, of stability, and 
continuity, and yet we are forced by 
our political institutions to subject that 
Government to the wishes of any 
ephemeral majority that the electoral 
whim of the moment may create. These 
difficulties have been avoided in the past 
by the moderation and discretion with 
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which this House individually and collec- 
tively has made use of this absolute power; 
and I have very much mistaken the 
character of this new House of Commons 
if I did not believe that the discretion 
will still continue. [Cheers.| We shall 
have to discuss some difficult Indian 
questions. Last night we discussed 
perhaps the thorniest and most difficult 
of all, and I noticed with great pleasure 
the moderation of the speeches and the 
discretion which every one, no matter 
from what side he spoke, exercised in 
the Debate. I am confident that the 
fact that India is not represented will 
not operate to her disadvantage in this 
House. The very knowledge that she is 
so unrepresented will give her a moral 
claim on the mind of everybody who may 
speak on Indian questions. We can 
never forget that the strength of our rule 
in India consists in this—that we hold 
and govern India not for own advantage, 
but for the benefit of the peoples of India. 
That consideration will, I am sure, be 
present to the mind of every Member of 
this House in every discussion in which 
he may take part and in every decision at 
which we may arrive in relation to India. 
[ Cheers. | 

Mr. JAMES KENYON (Bury) said 
he was sure that in Lancashire the state- 
ment of the noble Lord would be received 
with the greatest satisfaction, and would 
be regarded as a harbinger of better 
things for India. He congratulated the 
noble Lord on having saved Rx.500,000 
by the reduction of interest, and he hoped 
further steps would be taken in the same 
direction. He, however, rose specially 
to point out that the figures given in 
relation to the cotton duties confirmed 
the view which Lancashire Members had 
taken that, asat present levied these duties 
gave a most decided protection to India. 
He had had some experience of deputa- 
tions to Secretaries for India. He 
remembered forming one of a deputation 
from Lancashire which waited upon Lord 
Kimberley in connection with the exten- 
sion of railways in India. There was 
one remark made by Lord Kimberley on 
that occasion which was particularly 
impressed upon his mind. The House 
would probably remember that those im- 
port duties were placed on cotton goods 
about 20 years ago and removed by a 
Conservative Government. The subject 
of the cotton duties was mentioned at 
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this particular deputation, and Lord 
Kimberley then said that he viewed with 
horror the idea of replacing them. Before 
the duties were levied on the Ist of 
January last, the then Secretary of State 
for India (Sir Henry Fowler) was asked 
to receive a deputation upon the subject 
from the Lancashire master cotton spin- 
ners and the representatives of the 
operatives, but he replied that there was 
no necessity for receiving such a deputa- 
tion. At that time, and indeed ever 
since, they in Lancashire thought that 
there was very great necessity indeed to 
receive a deputation, and he was ex- 
tremely sorry that Sir H. Fowler did not 
allow them to see him and place these 
matters fairly before him. When he told 
hon. Members that the decrease in the 
shipments of cotton cloth to India during 
the first six months of this year amounted 
to over 300,000,000 yards, they would 
be able to form some idea of the extent 
of the business with India in which 
Lancashire was concerned. 

Sir H. FOWLER: As compared with 
what period ? 

Mr. KENYON: As compared with 
the previous year. 

Sir H. FOWLER : How about 1893 ? 

Mr. KENYON: That was the year 
of the great cotton strike, and I do not 
think you can very well make any fair 
comparison with that year. 

Sir H. FOWLER : Then 18921 

Mr. KENYON said, he would give 
the right hon. Gentleman another reason 
for taking 1894. In that year the price 
of cotton was lower than it had ever been 
in the memory of this generation, and 
that accounted in a great measure for 
the large shipments whick were made to 
India and to other parts of the world. 
He, himself, had practical experience of 
this business. He was a small trader, 
but in his way he sent fair quantities of 
these goods to India, and in that year he 
took advantage of the low price of his 
raw material to ship as much as he could. 
He noticed that during last night’s 
Debate on these duties the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton shook his head whenever the 
idea of the Indian manufacturer being 
protected was mentioned. That was 
particularly the case, he thought, when 
the hon. Member for Stockport (Mr. G. 
Whiteley) stated that the Indian manu- 
facturer paid only upon 60 per cent. of the 
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total value of the cloth. He could give 
the right hon. Gentleman figures out of 
his own business. There was a cloth in 
which they did a large and regular busi- 
ness—a cloth which was well known in 
Calcutta, in Delhi, and Rangoon, and, 
in fact, all over India, and, if the House 
would bear with him, he would give the 
exact figures. The cost of the yarn in 
that cloth was 8s. 44d.; the cost of the 
size was 3d.; the cost of weaving (that 
was for wages alone) was 2s. 64d., and 
the other manufacturing expenses were 
2s. 4d.; the cost of finishing was 2s. 3d. 
and cost of shipping was ls. 2d. The 
total cost was therefore 16s. 4d. The 
duty on the cloth at 5 per cent. was 
17s. 9d., or, with the exchange at 1s. 1}d., 
8 rupees. The same cloth made in India 
with the same weight of yarn would 
have to pay a duty on 9s. 74d., so that 
while the Lancashire manufacturer was 
paying a duty on 16s. 4d. the Indian 
manufacturer would pay on 9s. 74d. 
only. Therefore, the Indian manufacturer 
got a protective duty in this case of 64d. 
a piece. Those were actual statistics 
taken from a business going on every 
month. He had himself paid £700 or 
£800 duty since the 1st of January last. 
Those were actual facts which were at 
the disposal either of the Secretary of 
State for India or of Sir H. Fowler. 
This was not a picked or an isolated case, 
and he thought it conclusively proved 
that the Indian manufacturer was pro- 
tected, and very well protected. Then 
there was the matter of the coarse yarns. 
It was an unfortunate thing for them in 
Lancashire that those duties were put 
on on the Ist of January this year, when 
the price of cotton was lower than any- 
one could remember in the present 
generation, because at that time there 
might have been a fair competition with 
the Indian millowners on their own 
ground. He was sorry to say that their 
business in Lancashire was a declining 
business. It was not prospering or pro- 
gressing in the way it ought to do, and 
he thought that in these circumstances 
they deserved fair and reasonable con- 
sideration at the hands of the Indian 
Government. Take, on the other hand, 
the Blue Book which had been published 
during the last two or three weeks, and 
which gave the amount of progress in 
India. From the statement in that Blue 
Book they found that in 1888 there were 
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89 cotton mills in India, and that in 
1894 this number had increased to 136. 
In six years, therefore, they had an in- 
crease of 47 mills, or fully 50 per cent. 
The number of spindles, too, had in- 
creased from 2,190,000 to 3,500,000, 
and the workpeople employed had in- 
creased from 72,000 to 130,000. The 
other day he read an account of one of 
the mills in India (it was true it was one 
of the largest concerns) in which they 
made the magnificent sum of £70,000 
in 1894. Lancashire would be wild with 
delight if they could make a tenth part 
of that sum at the present time. Another 
proof of the prosperity of the cotton trade 
in India was furnished by the statement 
which had been published by the 
joint committee of the Manchester 
Association of Spinners and Manu- 
facturers and the trades unions. 
In that statement they gave a list of 
63 Indian cotton mills. They gave the 
price of the stock twelve months ago 
and the price of the mill stock now, and 
the increase in the value of the shares 
during the last twelve months amounted 
to a sum of £800,000. This was an 
enormous increase, and it showed, he 
thought, conclusively, that the Bombay 
millowners considered that they had a 
very good thing. He would like to say 
that he believed that the right hon. 
Member for Wolverhampton was de- 
ceived in the matter of these duties. 
He thought that right hon. Gentleman 
was led astray by the powerful Bombay 
Millowners’ Association, who, heexpected, 
were looking well after themselves, and 
by the representations which were made 
to him from other quarters. In these 
circumstances, he regretted very much 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
see some one from Lancashire who could 
have laid a statement before him which 
might have induced him to change his 
mind. He had mentioned some facts 
with regard to the prosperity of India. 
He now wished to mention a fact as 
indicating the condition of the Oldham 
mills and the mills in Lancashire 
generally. He thought it was a well- 
known fact to those hon. Members who 
took any interest in business matters, 
that the Oldham mills for ten years 
past had not paid 2} per cent. or more 
than 3 per cent., and it was a common 
saying in that part of the country that 
aman had much better put his money 
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into the Post Office Savings Bank than 
invest it in the cotton trade. It was a 
miserable affair when a great trade like 
the cotton industry got into such a 
condition, and he appealed to the noble 
Lord, especially after the encouraging 
statement he had presented to the 
House, to take into his serious considera- 
tion whether he could not abolish these 
duties entirely, and let them be as they 
had been for the last twenty years, a 
Free Trade country, and able to com- 
pete fairly with India without being 
handicapped by these duties. When he 
heard the noble Lord speak of the 
Surplus, the thought occurred to him, 
why could not the Indian Government 
have done without the cotton duties 
altogether? They hoped they would not 
have a Chitral every year, and, perhaps, 
the noble Lord, when he had paid off his 
Chitral bills, would be able to abolish 
these duties. He certainly hoped he 
would. He appealed to the Secretary 
of State, not only on behalf of his own 
constituents, but on behalf of Lancashire 
generally, to remove this burden and 
this obstacle to Free Trade. They were 
all Free Traders in Lancashire, and they 
wanted Free Trade carried out in India. 
They did not want Lancashire to be 
favoured. All they wanted was to be 
put on the same level with their 
Indian competitors, and if the Secre- 
tary of State could not see _ his 
way to abolish these duties altogether, 
he hoped the whole law would, at any 
rate, put the two countries on exactly 
the same footing. They wished all 
success to India, but at the same time 
they wanted to be treated with justice, 
and he hoped the noble Lord would see 
to this as quickly as he possibly could. 
The Secretary of State had spoken of the 
desirability of developing the country 
with railways. He hoped that would be 
done, but perhaps he might be allowed 
to say that in India they did not know 
how to make railways at a proper speed. 
The noble Lord had said, with a feeling 
of pride, that there were now 18,000 
miles of railways in India, but if a nation 
on the other side of the Atlantic had 
had to deal with India for the last 
50 years they would have had, not 
18,000, but 180,000 miles of railways. 
The policy enunciated by the Secretary 
ofState for the Colonies would be most 
welcome news to every business man in 
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the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken of the family funds being 
used for the development of the family 
estates, and he sincerely trusted that 
that idea would not stop at the door of 
the Colonial Office, but would go on to 
the India Office. He trusted the noble 
Lord would take advantage of the 
present state of the money market, when 
there was a complete glut of money and 
when investors were begging to have 
their money invested in some safe thing, 
to borrow money at an almost nominal 
rate for the purpose of developing the 
railway system in India. He was sure 
he was echoing the feelings of every 
Lancashire Member when he wished 
every prosperity to India and every 
success to the noble Lord who now filled 
the position of Secretary of State. 
[ Cheers. | 

Sim HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I wish to make only two 
or three remarks arising out of the lucid 
statement the noble Lord has made. I 
congratulate him on his return, after an 
interval of 20 years, to his own sphere 
of duty at the India Office, and on his 
presenting the financial statement to the 
House as Secretary of State. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”| I think the’ clearness and 
statesmanlike manner of his exposition 
will commend itself to the consideration 
of the House. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”] There 
are one or two questions on which I 
should like to say a word or two, and 
the first is the question of the exchange. 
I think the figures the noble Lord gave 
cannot be challenged. I agree with him 
that the real financial difficulty at the 
present time is the enormous increase in 
the burden arising from exchange. I 
am glad to see that during the currency 
of the financial year that burden does 
not appear to have been so heavy as I 
anticipated at the time I made my last 
financial statement. The price that the 
Secretary of State has been receiving for 
his bills during the last three months is 
a very encouraging sign. <A matter 
about which I was very much exercised 
when I was in office was the mode in 
which these bills are sold. I was not 
satisfied that the Indian Government 
got the full market price for what they 
had to sell. The Secretary of State is 
the only seller of the commodity, and 
there is only a limited number of buyers ; 
and, whether right or wrong, I arrived 
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at the conclusion that the buyers had a 
good deal to do with fixing the price 
which was offered. Had I been in office 
I should have devoted a considerable 
amount of further attention to the ques- 
tion, with a view to ascertaining whether 
some better mode of selling bills could 
not be devised. I know that the ques- 
tion is beset with difficulties, and possibly 
in the first instance it may be advisable 
to appoint a Departmental Committee 
to consider the question. Then, with 
reference to the debt, the noble Lord was 
quite accurate in what he said, and I 
will only make one addition to that. 
He alluded to the increase in the debt 
borrowed, during the last few years, for 
the purpose of meeting the deficits in 
expenditure, and I think he said that it 
amounted to something like £9,000,000 ; 
but he will recollect that there was a 
large increase in the balance in the 
Indian Treasury which, of course, was 
not remitted, and therefore, although 
the increase in the debt was a very large 
sum, against that must be set off the 
money not remitted. Then the noble 
Lord made some very just remarks with 
reference to the salt tax. I would com- 
mend to the hon. Member who has just 
sat down what the noble Lord said on 
that question. I venture to predict this 
—that, whoever sits on that side of the 
table, and whoever is responsible for the 
finances of India, and from whatever 
Party he is drawn, whenever the time 
comes when he may be in the happy 
position of possessing such a surplus as 
may enable him to propose a reduction 
in the burdens of the people of India, 
the very first burden he- will have to 
consider, with a view to its reduction, 
will be the salt tax, [‘‘ Hear, hear !” 
which is such a heavy burden on the 
population of India, and produces, at 
the present time, a revenue of £8,000,000. 
Then I also agree with what the noble 
Lord said with reference to railways. 
My desire was in every way to encourage 
the promotion and construction of rail- 
ways, and I think that the noble Lord 
is on the right lines with reference to 
the necessity for small guarantees. I 
certainly think we ought to increase our 
State enterprises, and even to encourage 
private enterprise to come into the 
market. The railways in India form a 
part of the Public Works Department, 
and there is a member of Council set 
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apart to attend to public works, but he 
changes every five years. The conse- 
quence is that so soon as a great Indian 
administrator has thoroughly mastered 
the principles of railway policy in India, 
he ceases to hold office and a new man 
has to begin again. I was myself of 
opinion that it would be very desirable 
to have a change in that Department, 
and it appeared to me that what was 
wanted in India was a general railway 
manager, someone not unlike the man- 
agers of our own great railway compa- 
nies, a man perfectly familiar with all the 
details not only of railway finance, but of 
railway management ; and I think it is 
well worth the consideration of the India 
Office whether it would not be wise to 
endeavour to make some change in that 
Department in the way of having an 
officer set apart to superintend railway 
matters. I was very glad to hear the 
noble Lord’s remarks with regard to 
Provincial finance. A great deal of the 
additional expenditure in India arises in 
that Department, and where cutlay is 
sometimes complained of, I do not say 
unjustly, but, perhaps, not with perfect 
accuracy, a great deal of that outlay is 
made by Provincial Governments. With 
reference to home charges, a Commission 
is now sitting to investigate that matter, 
and I would venture to express the hope 
that the result of that inquiry may be 
to diminish the heavy pressure of home 
charges on Indian finance and to carry 
outtheopinionalready expressed by former 
Secretaries of State, like the Duke of 
Argyll, as well as by former Viceroys, 
as to the excessive nature of the demands 
made on the Indian Exchequer with 
reference to home charges. The noble 


Revenue Accounts. 


Lord paid a very just tribute of respect 
P yj 


to the eminent services of Sir John 
Strachey. [ Hear, hear!”] When I 
tell the House that he went out to India 
as an East India cadet something more 
than half a century ago, that he has filled 
nearly every office in the Civil Service, 
rising from the lowest to the very highest, 
having at one time been acting Viceroy, 
that in every Department he has carried 
on affairs with the greatest ability, that 
the financiers of India are greatly in- 
debted to him, and that everybody who 
is interested in India is also much in- 
debted to him for his charming book on 
India, I think everybody will agree in 
the tribute the noble Lord has very 
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properly paid to that eminent servant of 
the Crown. [‘ Hear, hear!”] It may 


be said that I take an ignorant, optimistic 
view of the finances of India, but I am 
glad to find that my view has the high 
sanction of the noble Lord, who has re- 
turned to the India Office after an interval 
of 20 years. He had acquaintance with 
Tndian finance in 1874-80, he finds what 
it is to-day, and I am glad to find that, 
from his long experience, he is able in 
the House of Commons to endorse the 
views expressed by myself 12 months 
ago. Whatever our opinion may be as 
to whether India is economically or ex- 
travagantly governed, I hope there will 
always be, as there always has been in 
this House, a determination on Indian 
questions to make the interests of India 
supreme. [‘ Hear, hear!”] On no 
other grounds can we hold that Empire. 
I do not believe that any House of 
Commons which fairly represents the 
opinion of the English people will depart 
from that principle, or will refuse to 
render support to the Government of 
India when they believe that they are 
carrying out their difficult and onerous 
duties loyally, with a due regard to those 
matters in which the interests of the 
people of India can be separated from 
the interests of the people of this country. 
[“* Hear, hear!” 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banff- 
shire) said no doubt by Act of Parlia- 
ment it was required that a financial 
statement should be placed on the Table 
by the middle of May, but the fact was 
that was never done. He did not com- 
plain on that account of the present 
Government. He had rather to thank 
the Leader of the House for not 
attempting to take the Budget last night. 
He was glad to hearsomeof thesentiments 
expressed by the noble Lord. He stated 
that his principle was that India should 
be administered for the benefit of India. 
The noble Lord also stated that he should 
hold the balance steadily and firmly as 
between all contending interests. The 
holding the balance firmly was a very 
difficult thing indeed, and the noble 
Lord would need all his determination to 
do so, because they must remember that 
there were two very antagonistic views 
on Indian subjects. On the one hand 
there was the European official view of all 
questions, and onthe other hand there was 
the general public opinion of the Indian 
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people. On the official side there was all 
that power to which the noble Lord 
referred. They were always in power ; 
they had complete authority over every 
question. What was the position of the 
people of India? They had been referred 
to as being dumb, and it was very difficult 
to have their views placed before the 
country. One of the complaints made 
by those who criticised the Indian 
Government was that the revenue was 
spent at far too high a figure on military 
matters. What was the reason of the 
military element being so strongly re- 
presented on the Council of the Viceroy ? 
They did not say that the money was 
wrongly spent, but they said that the 
whole standard of expenditure in India 
was more than the country could afford. 
The hon. Member spoke next of the loss 
on exchange; but that was not the 
principal cause of the present difficulty. 
They said that the military policy was the 
cause of it. It was quite clear that over 
the loss by exchange there was very little 
control at all. The military expenditure 
was at the bottom it. The figures which 
had been prepared showed that the 
increase in the military expenditure in 
six years reached Rx.5,429,000, and 
this, added to other items, made a total 
increase of expenditure of Rx.10,500,000 
in the period named. The increase in 
revenue was Rx.5,000,000, and that was 
not obtained without inflicting great 
hardship upon the people. It meant a 
further turning of the screw, a more 
rigid and severe collection of the revenue. 
Something had been said about the 
pressure on the people of the salt tax. 
Any severity in the collection of the tax 
would add much hardship. Then there 
was the increase in the land revenue. 
Complaints were made as to the excessive 
enhancement of the revenue. The rent 
of small holdings had been raised to an 
enormous extent, as much as tenfold at 
one stroke. That had been done all over 
the country, and it was producing a 
feeling of dissatisfaction and unrest which 
was of the most dangerous kind. He 
hoped this matter would receive very care- 
ful attention. A hearing should be given 
to the complaints that were being made, 
and the mere assurance of local officials 
should not satisfy the Secretary of State. 
Three millions more had to be raised by 
the new taxation. Hon. Members from 
Lancashire should clearly understand 
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that the extra three millions which had 
been obtained by the import duties had 
directly been raised in order to fill up this 
vacuum of three millions for the increase 
of civil and military expenditure. A 
good deal of our differences arose from 
the difference in the way of estimating 
and bringing the various items to 
account. He believed that the figures 
in his own statement and in the Govern- 
ment financial statement were exactly 
the same; but, in the public interest 
and for the benefit of India, and, also, 
he thought, for the benefit of the people 
of this country, he had brought to bear 
as careful a criticism as possible in the 
preparation of these accounts, and he 
had placed upon the Notice Paper a 
proposed Amendment to the present 
Resolution. He thought it very im- 
portant that the outside public should 
enforce their claim of looking very care- 
fully into these accounts and seeing that 
the matter was really put before them 
in a clear and popular form. It was 
very difficult to understand these ac- 
counts at the very best, and the 
question of the debt which was raised 
in his proposed Amendment was very 
important indeed. It required a very 
expert knowledge properly to allocate 
different amounts between three different 
headings. An item of expenditure might 
either be put down as current expendi- 
ture ; it might find its way into ordinary 
debt ; or, it might be put aside as a debt 
on capital account, invested in public 
works of a reproductive kind. Very 
great care should be exercised as regards 
the allocation of any item; and any 
confusion that might arise amongst 
these three headings might lead to 
considerable misunderstanding. The par- 
ticular item to which he had addressed 
his Amendment on the Paper, would 
be found at page 82 of the Financial 
Statement. In column three of that 
statement, would be found the per- 
manent debt incurred during the year 
1893-4. It would there be seen that 
there was the figure 4,043,311, but 
nothing was stated as to what that 
figure was. He asked the noble 
Lord what that figure was, because 
it would be found that that amount 
had been made up out of several 
different items. In these financial 
statements the debt of India was 
shown under two forms: the debt 
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in India, which was shown in tens of 
rupees, and the debt in England, which 
was shown in pounds sterling. The new 
debt incurred in India during the year 
1893-4 was set down at Rx.3,719,000, 
and during that year Rx.1,110,000 of 
debt was discharged, leaving the amount 
of nett debt incurred during that year at 
Rx.2,609,000. The new debt which 
India incurred in England during 
the year 1893-4 was set down at 
£2,686,000 ; during that year £1,251,000 
of debt was discharged, leaving the nett 
amount of debt incurred here £1,435,000. 
These two items together produced the 
figure of 4,043,311 to which he had 
referred. What was it? It was mixed 
pounds and tens of rupees; possibly 
a bi-metallic currency of a novel kind. 
[Laughter.| He, therefore, asserted that 
this item of 4,043,311 was inaccurate 
and misleading, and it was, in fact, a 
very important matter. He had taken 
the trouble to deal with it, both in a 
private communication to the noble 
Lord, and also in tabular forra. The 
figure must be either pounds sterling or 
tens of rupees ; if tens of rupees, then it 
was quite evident that something must 
be added in order to bring the £ ster- 
ling to the denomination of Rx. He 
had done that, and the proper amount 
would be to add the £ sterling, plus the 
exchange; and, putting the exchange 
according to what it stood at when the 
debt was incurred, instead of 4,043,311, 
it made Rx.4,950,000. On the other 
hand, if they were pounds sterling, the 
rupees must be reduced to that deno- 
mination, and then the item would be 
about £3,000,000. A very great dis- 
crepancy, therefore, arose. He believed 
that the intention of the financial 
statement was that the item should be 
tens of rupees; but, if not, then the 
public, and not only the public but the 
Indian Government itself, had been 
misled; and to prove this, he would 
refer to a statement at page 94 of the 
financial paper. The noble Lord would 
find, at page 95, this same item of 
4,043,311, and these were tens of rupees. 
The reason why this matter was so 
important was because it affected the 
credit and position of the Indian 
Government whether an increase or a 
decrease was made in the ordinary debt, 
or whether an increase or a decrease 
was made upon the reproductive capital. 
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He would also point out to the noble|to Chitral; and there seemed every 
Lord that, apparently, credit was taken | probability that some such item of 
in these accounts for this distinction, | expenditure would appear every year. 
and he would refer to page 80, at the In the 10 years before this “for- 
foot of which appeared an item not) ward” military policy was under- 
charged to revenue. That amount, the|taken— namely, 1874-84—the total 
total of which purported to be expendi- ‘expenditure on these small frontier wars 
ture upon reproductive public works, | was only Rx.161,000. In the next 10 
amounted to a total of 3,621,000. He) | years the expenditure had risen to 
presumed that it was intended to set Rx. 4,925,877. That was about half-a- 
that amount off against the debt of million of tens of rupees every year on 
4,043,311. But, if this were the case, it | ‘frontier expeditions. The subsidies to 
made a very great difference whether | border tribes were increasingly heavy. 
the amount were Rx.4,043,000, or| As to interfering with the Government 
Rx.4,950,000; and he would ask the|of India, he hoped the noble Lord would 
noble Lord to state what had become of | exercise his own judgment, and decide 
the difference. The same doctrine must, |clearly on the merits of the case, and 
hecontended,beapplied to the whole debt. | would not be too much swayed by men 
It was very desirable that the public| who pushed their opinions most honestly, 
should be encouraged to look into the| but who were immensely prejudiced by 
question of Indian Accounts. They were} their professional relations and desire 
like the shareholders in a big concern, |for distinction. The accounts of the 
and they were entitled to have the| Indian Government were, on the whole, 
accounts so presented that they could|extremely good accounts ; but the policy 
understand the whole effect of them very | of expenditure was what he complained 
easily. As to the Famine Fund, if the| about. The Indian Government should 
noble Lord would look again into its! first find what revenue was available, 
history, he would find that special taxes | and should then regulate the expenditure 
were levied and allocated for the main-| accordingly. With regard to railways, 
tenance of the fund, and when Lord | there was a general tendency to ask the 
Lytton was questioned with respect to/| right hon. Gentleman to increase the ex- 
its permanence, he most indignantly re-| penditure on railways ; and there, again, 
pudiated the idea of its being touched. | he hoped the noble Lord would hold the 
As to compensation to the Services for| balance firmly. There were many 
loss by exchange, the people of India| powerful interests in this country con- 
were willing that those who served them | cerned in pushing the railways in India, 
should have fair and reasonable remune-| such, for instance, as those who supplied 
ration; but they complained of the|the machinery, the rails, and the stores. 
indiscriminate nature of the compensa-| There was one direction in which large 
tion given. The man who entered the|economies could be effected by the Gov- 
Service when the rupee was at ls. 6d.|/ernment of India, without in the least 
was reasonably disappointed when it fell| degree affecting the efficiency of the 
to ls. ld.; but the man who entered the | administration, except, indeed, to improve 
Service when the rupee was at the lower|it. He referred to the increasing em- 
figure had no right to complain. The | ployment of natives in the service of their 
difficulties of the Government of India|own country. The natives were willing 
were not primarily due to the loss by | to accept smaller salaries than foreigners. 
exchange, and the Government of India| It was, no doubt, true that there were 
had not any claim to treat the fall as a|certain appointments which must be 
decree of Providence, against which it|held by Europeans in India, but he 
was useless to contend. The fall in the|thought that the number might be 
rupee should be met by corresponding |limited. The proposal to decentralise 
economies. The proportions of extra|and develop the system of provincial 
expenditure fairly debitable to loss on| financial administration met with his 
the exchange as compared with that|most cordial approval, as he believed 
debitable to increased civil and military|that that was a direction in which 
expenditure was as two to three. Ajeconomy would be attained. It was 
great additional expenditure would be|quite evident that in a great country 
involved by the maintenance of the road | like India the form of taxation in one 
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part was not suitable to another part. 
One of the most unfortunate results of 
the present financial difficulties was 
that the balances belonging to the 
different Provincial Governments had 
been swept into the Imperial Treasury. 
Those balances represented the economy 
of the different provinces, and it was a 
great disaster to local progress and de- 
velopment that they should be spent upon 
frontier expeditions. He suggested that 
if the salary of the Secretary of State 
for India were placed upon the British 
Estimates it would bring the interest of 
the House of Commons to bear on the 
question of Indian expenditure, It was 
most important that the Secretary of 
State should know the opinion of the 
people of India, for whose interests, 
however, no Member was responsible. 
He would ask the right hon. Gentleman, 
therefore, to learn what the Indian 
opinion was, as he felt certain that the 
safety of the Empire would be better 
attained by increasing their contentment, 
and by lightening taxes, by giving money 
for purposes of education and sanitation, 
and the small improvements that the 
people required. The people of India 
had no wish that the Russians should 
come into India, and with a sympathetic 
administration the condition of the 
country would be enormously improved, 
and ultimately India might be made so 
prosperous that her trade would be 
larger than all the rest of the world. 
He concluded by moving, as an Amend- 
ment at the end of the Question, the 
words— 


“ But it is to be regretted that these accounts 
are inaccurate and misleading as regards the 
net amount of public debt incurred.’’ 


*Mr. T. R. BUCHANAN (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) observed that his hon. Friend 
the Member for Banffshire had dealt at 
length with the various questions affect- 
ing India, and everyone who knew the 
hon. Member as he did, would know that 
his heart was entirely single in his desire 
to see the reforms he had advocated 
carried out. He should like to say a 
few words touching some of these reforms. 

*Toe CHAIRMAN (interposing) 
observed that the hon. Member could 
not discuss the general question, but 
must confine his observations to the 
particular point dealt with by the 


Amendment now before the Committee. 
Sir W. Wedderburn. 
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*Mr. BUCHANAN: The hon. 
Baronet in his speech was allowed to 
deal with a variety of other matters. 


*ToeE CHAIRMAN: He made a 
speech dealing with a variety of other 
matters, but he concluded by moving an 
Amendment, and that Amendment 
having been put from the Chair, the dis- 
cussion must now be confined to the 
subject-matter of the Amendment. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN replied that he 
had no observations to add on the 
specific subject dealt with by the Amend- 
ment. 


On the return of the CHAIRMAN, after 
the usual interval, 


*Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON, in 
reply to the question raised by the hon. 
Member for Banffshire, said,- -whether 
one agreed with the view of that hon. 
Member or not, one could not doubt that 
in his conduct he was actuated by a 
sincere desire to improve the condition of 
the mass of the people of India. [‘ Hear, 
hear!”] The hon. Member, in his speech, 
dealt with a number of topics, but he 
spent most of his time in discoursing on 
the way in which certain accounts were 
presented to Parliament. The hon. 
Gentleman was a Member of the Royal 
Commission on the Administration of 
the Expenditure of India, and he would 
suggest to him that the question of the 
necessity of altering the form of these 
accounts on the lines indicated by thehon. 
Baronet, was one which could be much 
better dealt with inside that Commission. 
The hon. Member had raised various 
complicated questions, and it was almost 
impossible for anyone, even the highest 
trained expert, to deal with the minute 
matters contained in an account covering 
a hundred pages. One of the difficulties 
about the Indian Government was that 
their revenues were in silver. They had 
a rupee revenue, and certain obligations 
in gold and certain in _ silver. 
When an obligation in gold was replaced 
or renewed by a similar obligation in 
gold there was no object in bringing in 
the exchange. But where a gold obli- 
gation was replaced by a silver obliga- 
tion, then the exchange would come 
in and, vice versd, if a silver obligation 
was replaced by a gold obligation then 
the question of exchange would again 
come in, This was the principle adopted 
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in the Accounts. He did not think it 
was possible in any particular form more 
accurately to convey the position of 
these obligations than in that adopted 
by the Indian Government. If any 
better plan could be formulated the hon. 
Member could bring it forward in the 
Commission of which he was a member. 

He would now pass to the general 
questions which the hon. Member had 
raised. 

*The CHAIRMAN observed that it 
would be out of order to discuss the 
general question until this particular 
Amendment had been disposed of. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN intimated 
that after what the noble Lord had said as 
to the form of the accounts he did not wish 
to press his Amendment. It appeared to 
be a matter as to which there was some 
doubt, and he hoped the experts would 
look into it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN agreed with the 
noble Lord that the question of the form 
of accounts was a fit matter for the in- 
vestigation of the Commission which had 
been referred to. He did not altogether 
agree with what had been said by the 
hon. Member for Banffshire as to the 
functions of this House with regard to the 
control over the Government and ad- 
ministration of India. His own general 
opinion was that the less the House inter- 
fered with the details of the government 
of India the better. [ Hear, hear !”} 
He was sorry that the hon. Member 
seemed rather to deprecate the great ex- 
tension of railways in India, because he 
thoroughly believed there was no way in 
which they could better develop the re- 
sources of India and prevent the recur- 
rence of famine than by an extension and 
improvement of the railway system. 
He wished to know from the Secretary 
for India whether, in view of the 
fact that Indian Finance had turned out 
better than was expected, the military and 
other works which had been interrupted 
last year in consequence of financial 
pressure, would now be proceeded with, 
and that the provincial balances would 
not be drawn upon in future. He 
hoped that with better financial 
prospects, those useful works would 
again be undertaken and carried through. 
As one who had no interest, commercial 
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or political, in the question of the 
Indian Cotton Duties, he should like tosay 
that there were hon. Memberslike himself, 
and very many electors in the country 
who looked upon these duties purely 
as a political question affecting the 
Government of India. These import 
duties, as they well knew, were imposed 
by the Government of India as a 
financial necessity; and as the only, 
or at all events the least burdensome, 
way out of their difficulties. The Govern- 
ment of India were unanimous on the 
subject. He was gratified to observe 
that the noble Lord, in the Chitral 
Debate, relied largely on the fact that 
the Government of India were unanimous 
in recommending the occupation of 
Chitral. And although he was expressing 
disagreement with the right hon. 
Member for Wolverhampton and those 
who sat on his own side of the House, 
he was bound to say that he agreed with 
the noble Lord rather than the right 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton on 
that subject. He thought the rule laid 
down by the noble Lord yesterday, in 
regard to frontier policy, should also be 
carefully observed in the matter of the 
Import Duties. He heard with some 
satisfaction the speech made by the 
noble Lord last night, because it was 
useless to disguise the fact that his 
speech of last February made some, both 
here and in India, somewhat anxious as to 
the line the present Government might 
take upon this question. They were 
much reassured by the statement of the 
noble Lord. They would view with 
very great jealousy indeed, any evidence 
that the Secretary of State or the Home 
Government was putting any kind of 
pressure on the Government of India to 
adopt a line of policy with regard to 
finance or any other matters, that was 
not wholly or principally actuated by 
the interests and the welfare of India 
and that alone. 

Mr. W. J. GALLOWAY (Man- 
chester, S.W.), in rising to address the 
House for the first time, craved that 
generous indulgence which the House 
never refused to a new Member. He 
desired to endorse what fell from the 
hon. Member for Bury in the earlier 
part of the Debate. He maintained 
that no adequate reason had been 
advanced for the imposition of the cotton 
duties. No necessity whatever had been 
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made out for those duties being imposed. 
In his financial statement the noble 
Lord told them that the total amount 
received from the Import Duties was 
Rx.300,000, and that the amount 
received from Excise Duties was some- 
where about Rx.13,000. These figures 
demonstrated beyond all doubt that the 
duties had acted to the detriment of the 
manufacturers in this country, and to 
the advantage of the manufacturers in 
India. The late Secretary of State laid 
it down, in consenting to the imposition 
of the duties, that he should require 
that they should not be protective, and 
that an equivalent in Excise Duties 
should be imposed on all goods manu- 
factured in India. He submitted that 
the figures adduced by the noble Lord 
showed conclusively that the promise of 
the right hon. Gentleman had not 
been carried out, and he could only hope 
that in the course of the present year 
the noble Lord would see his way to 
remove those duties, or at all events to 
remove the injustice from which Lan- 
cashire at the present moment suffered. 
In Lancashire it was believed that the 
difficulties in Indian Finance were due 
almost entirely to the fluctuations in 
exchange, but during the last 12 months 
the rate of exchange has been steadier 
than during the previous nine years. 
For his own part he believed they had 
touched bottom in this matter, and that 
in future they would not see those 
violent fluctuations in the value of 
silver which had occurred during the 
last few years. All that Lancashire 
asked for was fair play. They asked 
that they should be treated in exactly 
the same way, neither better nor worse, 
than the Indian manufacturer, and he 
hoped the noble Lord would see his way 
to doing something to alleviate the 
distress which existed in Lancashire 
owing to so many mills being closed. 
Referring to the visit of the Shahzada 
to this country, he asked the noble Lord 
to state in next year’s Budget the cost 
of that visit under a separate head, 
instead of including it, as he was afraid 
was usually the case with such items, 
under the head of miscellaneous ex- 
penses. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) : My hon. Friend, who has made in 
very clear and forcible language his first 
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contribution to our Debates, is the last 
of many speakers who have risen to 
place the cause of Lancashire before the 
House and the country. I think it will 
be felt by all impartial auditors that, 
considering the condition of the cotton 
trade in Lancashire, considering the 
lively interest which is felt by their 
constituents in the condition of that 
trade, and considering how vitally is 
bound up with the prosperity of that 
trade, I was going to say the continu- 
ance of Lancashire as a great manufac- 
turing centre, I think it will be felt by 
every impartial auditor that these gen- 
tlemen have not approached this question 
with heat, but have endeavoured to dis- 
cuss it with temperance, and have shown 
an appreciation of the difficulties of 
India, as well as of the position of Lan- 
cashire. It appears to me-chat the 
general principles which ought to animate 
the Government of this country and the 
Government of India in matters of this 
kind are not very difficult to arrive at. 
The difficulty is, not in determining 
what the principles should be, but how 
these principles should be applied ; and 
I think it a most extraordinary state- 
ment to assert, as the hon. Member for 
Aberdeenshire asserted, that the Govern- 
ment of India are never to have any 
regard whatever for the interests of 
members of the same Empire living 
outside the borders of that Empire. I 
do not hold that view. I believe the 
British Empire is one great organisation 
existing for the benefit of its members 
in whatever part of the world they may 
live ; and it appears to me to be as 
extreme and untrue a statement to say 
that the Indian Government is never 
to have regard to the interests of Eng- 
land, as to say that the English Govern- 
ment is never to have regard to the 
interests of India. It is evident that 
both the Government of India and the 
Government of England are bound to 
consider, not merely their own interests, 
but the interests of the vast Empire of 
which they are both members. But, 
though I think that correction of the 
hon. Member’s statement is a necessary 
correction—though I think it ought to 
be made, and that it is merely a false 
sentimentality which prevents its being 
made and recognised—I do also think 
that the great and overwhelming}power 
possessed by this House, and the fact 
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that this House is constituted of men 
who directly represent, not India, but 
constituencies in this country, should 
make us, and ought to make us, and I 
hope always will make us, particularly 
anxious, in dealing with these questions, 
that we do not allow the special interests 
of our constituencies to override the 
broader interests of the Empire ; and I 
do not think there is any set of men 
more anxious, even under difficult cir- 
cumstances, to recognise that principle 
than the Members for Lancashire. While 
those are the general principles that 
ought to animate us, you are liable to 
enter into the region of controversial 
detail when you come to their applica- 
tion ; and yet, on this particular occasion, 
it seems to me that there is less contro- 
versy than might be supposed between 
the two sides of the House. I cannot 
make out that the right hon. Gentleman 
the late Secretary of State for India 
differs in any important particular either 
from my noble Friend or from the other 
Gentlemen who sit on this side of the 
House. He found it necessary to impose 
a Customs duty in India. He stated, in 
terms as explicit as terms could be, that 
that Customs duty was not an excuse 
for a Protective duty, and was not to be 
made an excuse for a Protective duty. 
He laid it down in language quite un- 
mistakable in its import that, if the 
Customs duty should have a Protective 
character, then the general system of 
taxation must be so modified by putting 
on a countervailing Excise duty that 
that Protective character must be wholly 
eliminated. That gives that fair play to 
Lancashire which Lancashire asks for— 
[Cheers|—and I think that both the 
country at large and Lancashire in 
particular may trust my noble Friend 
to carry out a policy which is not his 
only as distinguished from the policy 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
but is a policy which has been 
declared and accepted by both Parties 
alike in this House and in this 
country. “Hear, hear!”] I 

further, and say that I confidently 
expect that in that policy, in which both 
Parties in this country are agreed, they 
will find a cordial co-operation from the 
Government of India, who have to work 
out the details so many miles away. 
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[Cheers.| I do not wish to enter into 
the very difficult and complicated con- 
troversy, on which I hold a very strong 
opinion, but which is only indirectly 
bound up with this subject. But I am 
obliged—after what fell from the hon. 
Member for Aberdeenshire, who laid it 
down as a principle never to be departed 
from that the Indian Government are 
to be allowed an absolutely free hand to 
manage their own financial operations— 
to remind him that the Indian Govern- 
ment have over and over again implored 
to be allowed to modify their currency 
system in the direction of a bi-metallic 
ratio, and have never been allowed 
to do so by the Government of this 
country. That may be right, or it 
may be wrong; but it shows that the 
financial freedom for which the hon. 
Gentleman pleads has never yet been 
granted to the Government of India. 
I hope that the time may come when 
these import duties may be done away 
with ; when the financial position of 
India will render such a step possible, 
as it is desirable, both in the interests 
of the Indian consumer and the Lanca- 
shire producer. I do not know that we 
can look forward to that time until 
probably there is some reversion to the 
relations between the value of the 
Indian rupee and the British sovereign, 
and I should greatly fear that, until 
something in the direction of currency 
reform can be accomplished, we shall 
find it very difficult in India to do with- 
out something in the direction of these 
Customs duties. Till that day comes, as 
I earnestly hope it may, we shall have 
to content ourselves with insisting that 
such Customs duties as have to be 
imposed shall not be allowed to carry 
with them as an indirect consequence 
undue or exceptional favour to the 
Indian manufacturer. [‘ Hear, hear !” 
*Mr. B. L. COHEN (Islington, E. 
joined in congratulating the noble Lord 
on the interesting statement he had 
made. He would only say, in comment 
on the observations of the hon. Member 
for Banffshire, that he had been answered 
by anticipation by the noble Lord, who 
pointed out that while the expenditure in 
this country had increased during the 
last decade by £9,500,000, in India it 
would positively have decreased had it 
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not been for the operation of the 
Exchange, for which the Indian Govern- 
ment could not be held responsible. 
That gratifying comparison was an 
evidence not only of the admirable 
organisation throughout the whole 
Indian Empire, but also that these 
military operations had never been 
undertaken without good reason being 
established in the minds of those respon- 
sible for the government of India, and 
without careful economy in _ their 
management. He passed to the first of 
the subjects to which he desired to 
draw attention, namely, what the late 
Secretary of State referred to as the 
unsatisfactory way in which the Indian 
Council sold its drafts. The right 
hon. Gentleman told the Committee 
that it had been his intention to alter 
the present system, and he felt con- 
vinced that the noble Lord would carry 
out that intention. He had no expe- 
rience or knowledge of the arrangements 
in operation for the sale or purchase of 
Indian Council drafts, but he could 
speak with considerable experience 
of the combinations which had been 
made for the purchase of Colonial 
Stock which had been offered for 
tender at the Bank of England. 
He was not prepared with any specific 
scheme whereby the India Office could 
make sure of securing the best prices, 
but he thought that the Department 
would do well to bring their arrange- 
ments more into harmony with the 
arrangements which would be made by 
any ordinary banking firm having to 
draw upon their correspondents. The 
noble Lord in his opinion had resolved 
upon the right method of dealing with 
the Indian railway guarantees. The 
system under which the guarantees were 
given in old and recent times did not 
appeal to the common sense of a busi- 
ness man. He supposed when a gua- 
rantee of 5 per cent. was given it was 
found that the capital could not be raised 
unless that interest was given, but such 
@ sum was more than sufficient return 
to investors who had in addition a 
reversionary interest in any future 
prosperity of the undertukings. He 
hoped, if the shareholder was to 
have a vreversionary interest in 
the success of an undertaking in the 
future, as he thought he ought, that 
the guarantee would be so reduced as 


Mr. B. L. Cohen. 
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not to give more than a sufficient return 
to the investor. If it was decided that 
there was to be no reversionary interest, 
then, and then only, should the guarantee 
be for the whole amount which was found 
to be necessary for the creation of the 
capital. There was a much bigger 
problem than this, to which he hoped that 
the noble Lord’s attention would be given 
during the Recess. He referred to the 
conditions under which capital was raised 
with the guarantee of the Secretary of 
State in Council. Had not the time 
arrived when such capital ought to be 
created with the Imperial guarantee in 
lieu of the guarantee of the Indian Gov- 
ernment. It was difficult to compute 
what would have been the difference to 
the Indian Exchequer if all the capital 
raised during the 50 years with the 
guarantee of the Secretary of State had 
been raised with the guarantee of the 
Imperial Exchequer. It was not easy 
to make the computation, and it was, of 
course, impossible to alter waat had 


Revenue Accounts. 


taken place. But he should like to ex- 
plain how matters stood now. The 
Indian Government debt in _ this 


country at present was about 121 millions 
sterling, including the 13 millions 
issued for redeeming annuities. The 
capital of the Indian railways amounted 
in ordinary stock to about 61 millions, and 
in debenture stock to over 12 millions. To 
this there had to be added annuities of 
£1,135,000 a year, which he capitalised 
at between 35 and 40 millions. Thus, 
altogether, they were dealing with a debt 
of £229,000,000. If this money had 
been secured under an Imperial guar- 
antee, the amount payable by India in 
interest would have been enormously 
reduced. The difference between the 
credit of the Indian Government and 
the British Government was, however, 
smaller now than when that capital was 
created, so if the Government were to 
adopt his view the gain to the Indian 
Exchequer would now be less than it 
would have been if the change had been 
effected in past times. To the Imperial 
Exchequer the change would not cause a 
difference of ashilling. It was time that 
the fiction of the difference between the 
guarantee of the Indian Exchequer and 
the guarantee of the Imperial Exchequer 
should cease. Indian 3 per cent. stock 
now stood at about 109, and British 
2} per cent. stock was at 106. Why 
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should not the Indian Government have 
the advantage of the superiority of 
credit —in his judgment unmerited 
superiority——which attached to an Im- 
perial guarantee? It would probably be 
said by some hon. Members that the 
British Exchequer was not responsible 
for the financial obligations of India. 
No doubt it was not responsible legally, 
but the risk of guaranteeing this debtor 
could not be considered seriously— 
certainly the risk was not regarded 
seriously in the City. Indian Govern- 
ment stock was at this moment a 
Parliamentary security in which trustees 
could invest. Possibly it might be urged 
against him that this course would be a 
precedent which the colonies would wish 
to take advantage of. He answered 
that objection by saying that there was 
not one single respect in which the debt 
of India and colonial debts were identical 
or even similar. Whilst our colonies 
were self-governed, India could not do a 
single thing without the sanction of the 
Secretary of State in Council and of 
that House. Indian Government stock 
was, therefore, subject to Parliamentary 
control, and he held that it was the duty 
of this country to act in aid of the Indian 
Exchequer in respect of the large creations 
of debt* which would have to be made 
and were being made every year by means 
of debentures which had to be renewed. 
This would not impose on the Imperial 
Exchequer one farthing of pecuniary 
liability and would enormously and for 
ever reduce the burdens on the Indian 
Exchequer. 

Mr. W. E. M. TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) said, that the Committee of Lanca- 
shire manufacturers had hoped for a 
slightly more sympathetic statement than 


they had received. No doubt it was the 
intention of the noble Lord to see that 
absolute fairness was observed in the 
matter of the countervailing duties, but 
he wished him to understand that, from 
the point of view of the Lancashire 
manufacturers, no attempt to remedy 
the protective effect of the Import Duties 
by an Excise Duty would do. Lancashire 
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would never be satisfied until the remis- 
sion of these duties was brought about 
altogether. Although he quite agreed 
that the remission of the Salt Tax was a 
desirable thing, he hoped that the sug- 
gestion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
late Secretary of State that it should 
have precedence would not find favour. 
He would ask his right hon. Friend to 
give an assurance that the Lancashire 
Committee should have a full opportunity 
of considering the reply which he 
received from the Government of India 
to their Memorial. 

*Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site for the kind way in which he had 
spoken of his statement, and assured him 
that the various suggestions he had made 
should have his careful attention. With 
regard to the suggestion that some 
improvement in the method of selling 
Indian Bills should be effected, he be- 
lieved it was possible to introduce some 
improvements, but it was a difficult 
question. As to the visit of the Shahzada, 
the expenses would be brought into the 
accounts of the present year. He did 
not think the amount would be as large 
as the original estimate, and it was only 
right to say that every private entertain- 
ment given by the Shahzada would be 
paid out of his own private purse. With 
regard to what had been said by the hon. 
Member for Banffshire, he was quite 
prepared to consider any reasonable pro- 
position the hon. Gentleman might put 
before him in reference to the Govern- 
ment of India; but what he wished to 
point out was, that if the hon. Gentleman 
wished to call attention to any defect in 
the administration in India, it would be 
better for him to confine himself to one 
particular point, and not to indulge in 
a general diatribe against the whole 
administration of that country. He 
agreed with the hon. Gentleman that 
the utmost consideration should be paid 
to the wishes of the people of India, 
but when the hon. Gentleman got up 


and said he wished to speak on be- 
half of the people of India, he demurred 
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altogether to that phraseology. He did 
not in the least dispute the excellent 
motives of the particular body of which 
the hon. Gentleman was one of the 
representatives, but he denied altogether 
that the body represented the great mass 
of the people of India. [‘ Hear, hear! ”] 
As to the suggestion of his hon. Friend 
behind him that there should be an 
Imperial guarantee of the Indian debt, 
that was not a new proposal. It was 
made many years ago, but there seemed 
to him to be an absolutely insuperable 
objection to any general guarantee of 
that kind. The Indian Government 
ought to have as much independence as 
it was possible to give them. Could that 
independence be secured if behind that 
Government there was an Imperial 
guarantee? [‘ Hear, hear!”] If such a 
condition of things existed and the 
country possessed a Commander-in-Chief 
who desired to embark in large military 
operations, what a splendid opportunity 
he would have of doing so with an Im- 
perial guarantee at his back. These 
were not the only objections. If there 
~as an Imperial guarantee attached to 
the aebt of India, that very fact would 
give every Member of the House of 
Commons an inherent and almost neces- 
sary right to interfere with the Indian 
Government in such a way as would 
make it absolutely impossible to work 
the machine. His belief was that it was 
far better to keep the debt separate. 
It might be now and then desirable 
for the House to assist the Indian 
revenue, as had been done before, but 
in that case let it be done by a money 
grant. Unless the two accounts were 
kept separate it would be almost impos- 
sible to impress on the Indian Govern- 
ment that sense of responsibility for the 
administration of their own affairs which 
was so desirable. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”|] He 
thanked the Committee for the kind 
manner in which they had received his 
statement, and he was glad to find that 
on the great mass of Indian questions 
there was not a very wide difference of 
opinion between Members in different 
parts of the House; and he would do 
his best during his tenure of office to try 
and maintain that kindly and cordial 
feeling which had characterised the 
Debate. [Cheers. 

Mr. TOMLINSON said the noble 
Lord had not answered his question. 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON said, 
the memorial referred to had gone out to 
India, but the dispatch to be sent with 
it would not go for a day or two. A 
deputation from Lancashire sought to 
see him some time back, and he told 
them that there would be no advantage 
in seeing them at that particular time. He 
told them, however, that if they wished to 
discuss the matter some months later he 
should be glad to meet them. To that 
promise he adhered, and that would 
answer the hon. Member’s question. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved :— 


“That it appears, by the Accounts laid before 
this House, that the Total Revenue of India for 
the year ending the 31st day of March 1894, 
was Rx.90,565,214; that the Total Expenditure 
in India and in England charged against the 
Revenue was Rx.92,112,212; that there was 
an Excess of Expenditure over Revenue of 
Rx.1,546,998, and that the Capital Outlay 
on Railways and ITrigation Works was 
Rx.3,621,252.” . 


Resolution to be reported. 


TELEGRAPHS (SOUTH AND EAST 
AFRICA.) 


Resolved :— 


“That the Agreements (1) dated the 9%th 
day of July 1895, between the Treasury, the 
Colonial Governments of the Cape of Good 
Hope and Natal, and the British South Africa 
Company respectively, and the Eastern and 
South African Telegraph Company ; (2) dated 
the 10th day of July 1895, between the Trea- 
sury and the same Telegraph Company, pro- 
viding for a reduction in the charges for 
telegrams between South Africa, certain places 
on the East Coast of Africa, Mauritius, and 
Seychelles on the one hand, and Europe on the 
other, be approved.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


NEW WRIT. 
For Waterford County (West Divi- 
sion), v. Alfred Webb, esquire, Chiltern 
Hundreds.—(Mr. Donal Sullivan.) 


Whereupon, Mr. SPEAKER, in pur- 
suance of the Order of the House of the 
19th August, adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


House Adjourned at half 
after Four o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 5th September 1895. 


The House met at Eleven of the 


Clock. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; Read 1* ; 
then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended) Read 2*; Com- 
mittee negatived. Bill Read 3%, and 


passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 16) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


LORD DUNSANDLE AND CLAN CONAL. 


Report made from the Lord Chan- 
cellor, that the right of James Frederick 
Baron Dunsandle and Clan Conal to 
vote at the Elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established 
to the satisfaction of the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LORD DUNSANDLE AND CLAN CONAL 
(CLAIM TO VOTE FOR REPRESEN- 
TATIVE PEERS FOR IRELAND). 


Ordered and directed, that a Certifi- 
cate be sent by the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ire- 
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| satisfaction of him the said Lord Chan- 
| cellor, and that the House of Lords has 
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ordered such Report to be sent to the 
said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 
And it is hereby also Ordered that the 
said Report of the said Lord Chancellor 
be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in 
Ireland. 


COMMISSION. 


The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 


Canadian Speaker (Appointment of 
Deputy). 

Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 

Education Provisional Order Confirma- 


tion (London). 
Expiring Laws Continuance. 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation. 





Gas Orders Confirmation. 


| Local Government Provisional Orders 


| (No. 3). 


| Local Government Provisional Orders 


| (No. 7). 


| 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 





(No. 16). 
| Local Government Provisional Orders 
|(No. 17). 
| Local Government Provisional Orders 
| (No. 18). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 19). 
| Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No 20). 

Military Lands 
| (No. 2). 
| Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 


Provisional Order 


land, stating that the Lord Chancellor of | (No. 2). 


the United Kingdom has reported to | 
the House of Lords that the right of the 
Lord Dunsandle and Clan Conal to vote 
at the Elections of Representative Peers 


Public Offices (Acquisition of Site). 
Public Works Loans. 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Amend- 


for Ireland has been established to the | ment. 
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The Commissioners were :—The Lorp 
CHANCELLOR (Lord Halsbury), Viscount 
Cross (Lord Privy Seal), the Duke oF 
NorFotk (Postmaster General), the EarL 
or Limerick (Captain, Yeoman of the 
Guard), and Lorp Berger (Captain, 
Gentleman-at-Arms). 


PROROGATION OF PARLIAMENT. 


Commission for proroguing Parliament 
read, and 


Parliament prorogued to Monday, the 
18th day of November next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 5th September 1895. 


The House met at Ten of the Clock. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 16) BILL. 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


BUILDING SOCIETIES’ ACT, 1894. 
Paper [presented 2nd September] to be 
printed.—[No. 470.] 


LARNE AND STRANRAER MAIL 
SERVICE. 
Return [presented 4th September] to 
be printed.—[ No. 471.] 


EAST INDIA (STAFF CORPS OFFICERS). 
Return [presented 4th September] to 
be printed.—[No. 472.] 


AGRICULTURE (ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Copy presented,—of Reports by Assist- 
ant Commissioners, viz, by Mr. A. 
Wilson Fox on the county of Cumber- 
land, and by Mr. R. Henry Rew on the 
county of Norfolk [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 289, of Session 1894) —. 2nd 
September ; Mr. Jesse Collings]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed.— 
[No. 473.] 


ENDOWED CHARITIES. 

Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 

(1,) (DEvon),—Return relative thereto 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 91, of Session 1869) [ordered 13th 
February 1891 ; Mr. Thomas Ellis}; to 
be printed.—{ No. 474.] 

(2,) (Hertrorp), — Return relative 
thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 433 (7), of Session 1868) 
[ordered 23rd August ; Mr. Grant Law- 
son]; to be printed.—[{No. 475.] 

(3,) (WESTMORELAND),—Retu=n _ rela- 
tive thereto (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 433 (21), of Session 
1868) [ordered 23rd August ; Mr. Grant 
Lawson] ; to be printed.-_[No. 476.] 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table:— 

List of the Bills, Reports, Estimates, 
and Accounts and Papers printed by 
order of the House, and of Papers pre- 
sented by Command, Session 2, 1895, 
with a General Alphabetical Index 
thereto, 26th Parliament, First Session, 
58 and 59 Vic., 12th August 1895 to 
5th September 1895; to be printed.— 
[No. 477.] 


QUESTIONS. 


CROWN LANDS IN WALES. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, whether his attention 
has been called to the pledges given by 
the late Government last year as to the 
future policy of the Woods and Forests 
Department with reference to the 
development of Crown lands in Wales ; 
whether the Commissioner of Woods 
and Forests has since that time visited 
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various districts in Wales and made 
inquiries as to the possibilities of develop- 
ing the lands in question by afforest- 
ation and in other ways; whether he 
will state what works have already been 
carried out or are contemplated by the 
Commissioner in Wales; whether large 
tracts of Crown wastes in the county of 
Denbigh have been found admirably 
adapted for plantations; and, whether, 
in view of the large annual income 
drawn by the Woods and Forests from 
Wales, he can give an assurance as to a 
further expenditure of money upon the 
development of Crown property in Wales 
in the interests of the Principality ? 
Toe SECRETARY v0 toe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Preston) : 
The pledge of the late Government was 
that careful personal inquiry should be 
made with a view to seeing what could 
properly be done towards developing the 
Crown lands in Wales. The Commis- 
sioner of Woods visited certain Crown 
wastes in Denbighshire last October and 
in Merionethshire last June. He intends 
to pay further visits to the Crown wastes. 
No works have been carried out except 
the making of a small plantation and 
addition to the buildings on a Crown 
farm in Merionethshire, and additions 
and repairs to various small farms in 
Carnarvonshire. There are portions of 
the Crown wastes in Denbighshire where 
planting would probably succeed, but the 
common rights existing over these wastes 
are a difficulty. It is the Commissioner’s 
duty to see that a reasonable return is 
obtained on the money expended out of 
the Land Revenues of the Crown, and 
so he must take into consideration the 
question of a future market for the 
timber, and also the roads and facilities 
of transit. The annual income drawn 
from Wales consists largely of Rents and 
Royalties from Mines, and there is no 
need for expenditure by the Crown in 
the development of its mineral property. 


Hanging an 


CUSTOMS LABOURERS. 


Mr. J. CUMMING MACDONA 
(Southwark, Rotherhithe): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what is 
being done with reference to the Me- 
morial of the permanent labourers of 
Her Majesty’s Customs ; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of granting 
these men 24s. per week, as received by 
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men performing similar duties in other 
Government Departments ? 

Mr. HANBURY: This matter is 
still under the consideration of the Board 
of Customs, and cannot be settled until 
certain other questions affecting the 
subordinate officers of the Outdoor De- 
partment have been decided. 


HANGING AN ENGLISH TRADER. 


Sir E, ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have yet received an authoritative 
Report of the proceedings connected with 
the execution of the English trader, 
Stokes, on the Upper Congo; what was 
the nature of the charges against Stokes ; 
whether he was tried by a court-martial 
upon which two Belgian Commissioned 
Officers declined to serve, their places 
being supplied by Non-Commissioned 
Officers ; and whether a Belgian doctor 
present protested against the execution 
of Stokes, and declined to go further 
with Major Lothaire’s expedition 1 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Gerorce Curzon Lancashire, 
Southport): Her Majesty’s Government 
have received certain documents relating 
to the execution of Mr. Stokes from the 
authorities of the Congo Free State. 
They do not, however, contain all the 
information desired by the hon. Member 
or asked for by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. These papers are now being 
examined, and I cannot at this moment 
say more than that they show the case 
to be of a very serious character. 


Mr. HENRY GREENE (Shrews- 
bury): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will make public, 
during the Parliamentary Recess, the 
information received by them with 
reference to the execution of Mr. Stokes 
and the confiscation of his property ? 


Mr. CURZON: The papers relating 
to the case are still imperfect. They have 
gone to the Secretary of State, but 
instructions have not yet been received 
from him on the point. The matter, 
however, is one to which my hon. Friend 
is justified in attaching great importance, 
and it will not be lost sight of. 
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FRANCE AND MADAGASCAR. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will be prepared 
to make representations to the French 
Government with reference to the claims 
of British subjects against the Malagasy 
Government and against Malagasy sub- 
jects, which the Malagasy Government 
have refused to recognise in consequence 
of the Treaty of August 1890, whereby 
Her Majesty’s Government recognised 
the French Protectorate in Madagascar ? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment are not aware of any claims 
which the Malagasy Government have 
refused to recogniseon the grounds stated 
in the question, and in any case, while 
hostilities are proceeding between the 
French and the Hovas, the present would 
not be a favourable moment for the pre- 
sentation of claims. 


BOERS AND SWAZILAND. 


Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether his attention 
has been called to a statement in the 
Critic of Johannesburg of 9th August ; 
and whether the Boers are endeavour- 
ing to erect forts throughout Swazi- 
land, and to establish Boer Courts in 
connection with these forts, contrary 
to the promise of Generals Joubert and 
Greet to the King in May last, that 
there should be only one Court at 
Bremersdorp, and for whites alone; 
whether the Swazi King has informed 
the Boer Administrator and Her 
Majesty’s Representative that he will 
not permit the forts to be erected ; and, 
what steps this Government propose to 
take to avert bloodshed ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE 
rok THE COLONIES (Mr. Josepn 
CHAMBERLAIN, Birmingham, W.): I am 
informed that the Boers have established 
Courts in Swaziland; but I have no 
information whatever as to the establish- 
ment of forts. The Swazi King did, in 
the first instance, make some representa- 
tions in regard to these Courts, but he 
has withdrawn his objection, and I do 
not anticipate any more difficulty. 
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THE BOERS AND THE VAAL RIVER. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, to whom I have given 
private notice of the question, whether 
Her Majesty’s Government intend to take 
any action in connection with the 
closing of waggon treks on the Vaal 
River by the Boers ? 

Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN : 
The intimation of the hon. Gentleman 
only reached me as I entered the 
House. I am afraid I must ask for 
notice of the question. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
TION) BILL. 


On the Motion that this Bill be read 
a third time, 


(APPROPRIA- 


Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
said, that he wished to make a personal 
In answer to a question 
the other day, the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies said that he had no proof at 
all as to the atrocities alleged to have 
been committed by the Boers. He had 
furnished to the right hon. Gentleman 
three authentic letters from gentlemen in 
South Africa, whose names and addresses 
were given, but under secrecy. Two of 
them were eye-witnesses of the atrocities. 
He had further furnished the right hon. 
Gentleman with the statements of the 
independent Press of South Africa, and 
there was other evidence with which the 
right hon. Gentleman had not yet been 
furnished. He wished to make these 
facts public, because the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman that he had no 
proof would go out to South Africa, and 
would have a disastrous effect on the 
interests of the unfortunate natives. He 
had not the slightest doubt of being able 
to prove the charges which he had made ; 
and he feared that the case against the 
Boer officials would be found graver than 
was at first supposed. He did not wish 
it to be thought that he had attacked the 
Boers as a race. There were many Boers 
of great humanity and advanced civilisa- 
tion who reprobated these atrocities. 
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But with regard to the ruling clique in 
the Transvaal and the officials on the 
native frontiers, it was impossible to 
speak too strongly of their inhumanity. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Josep CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): I can answer 
the hon. Member in a single sentence. 
He seems to be intellectually incapable 
of distinguishing between charges and 
the proof of them. He has conveyed to 
me a number of accusations against the 
Boers on the authority of gentlemen of 
whom I know absolutely nothing at the 
present time ; and having conveyed to 
me those accusations, the hon. Member 
says that I am in possession of proof of 
their truth. What I have to do, and 
what I intend to do, is to test the evi- 
dence given to me; and if I find it 
accurate, I shall, of course, take steps. 
But at present I cannot assume that 
the evidence is necessarily true. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
District) urged the Government to make 
greater progress with the important 
work of afforesting the Crown Lands in 
Wales. In Mr. Stafford Howard they 
had a sympathetic Commissioner, and he 
trusted that every facility would be 
given to him in prosecuting the important 
work which he had commenced. It had 
been shown repeatedly, on the authority 
of a Select Committee—and no attempt 
had been made either inside or outside 
the House to contradict it—that on the 
transactions of sale and investment of 
recent years, the Woods and Forests 
Department owed Wales £110,000. The 
question was how that amount could 
best be reinvested in Wales? He agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman’s reply to 
the effect that the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests ought to invest the 
moneys in their hands so as to secure a 
remunerative return, but he did not 
think it fair to a country like Wales, 
from which they received an annual 
income of about £15,000, that they 
should concentrate their investments 
upon ground rents in London. He 
contended that one of the best and 
most paying methods of reinvesting the 
amount due to Wales from the Woods 
and Forests Department was by 
reafforesting the Crown Lands. Private 
landowners made timber growing pay, 
and there was no reason why the 
Department should not do so. He was 
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aware that there was one difficulty in 
the way. The Crown only possessed 
500 acres of freehold property in Wales, 
although it had 84,110 acres of 
unenclosed land, and had rights over 
364,000 acres. The rights of the com- 
moners would have to be extinguished 
to a very small extent. He thought 
this could easily be done by purchase, 
and by agreement with the commoners, 
as only a comparatively small proportion 
of the enormous sheep walks which were 
owned by the Crown and were subject 
to common rights would be required for 
planting. In any event no injustice 
must be done to the commoners. If the 
situation were faced with a real desire 
to reafforest the Crown Lands, the 
difficulty would speedily disappear. 
Many private landowners were doing 
their duty by timbering large portions 
of their estate, and he thought it was 
the duty of the Crown to set a good 
example to all landowners, instead of 
lagging behind them, in reafforesting the 


land. Continental countries had dis- 
covered the advantage of growing 
timber. There was no European 


country in which the State did less for 
afforestation than in the United 
Kingdom. In Belgium within recent 
years, one-third of the waste land had 
been afforested, thus giving an immense 
amount of work to the unemployed— 
work that was permanently productive, 
and of a remunerative character. He 
had spoken upon this question in the 
interests of Wales, but there was a 
general question involved of the most 
important character. The United 
Kingdom imported £18,000,000 worth 
of timber a year. The timber stocks of 
the world were rapidly diminishing. 
Timber was cheap now, but it was a 
question whether it would be so cheap in 
30 or 40 years’ time. When they saw 
Sweden importing logs from America, it 
was the beginning of the end. There 
were 26 millions of acres of waste land 
in this country, and if only six millions 
of acres were planted, it would replace 
the timber we had now to import, and 
and would give work at a slack time of 
the year to an enormous number of 
men. Not only for the sake of 
beautifying the country, but also for the 
sake of the profit and employment it 
would bring, he hoped the Department 
would resolutely pursue the policy he 
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had recommended. He further drew 
attention to the fact that some of the 
officials were paid by fees and poundage 
on the amount collected by them, instead 
of by fixed salaries. It was right that 
Members of the House should know 
what salaries these officers received from 
year to year, and that the amount 
received for the previous year should 
appear on the Estimates. The 
remuneration paid to some of these 
officials was extremely high. He 
instanced the case of one, who admitted 
in evidence given before a Select 
Committee that he received sums 
varying from £2,165 to £5,800, which 
was more than the salary of a Cabinet 
Minister. He was not arguing whether 
it was right or wrong that these large 
salaries should be paid, but that the 
House should know exactly from year 
to year what was paid. He hoped that 
by next year the manner in which 
the Estimates were now presented before 
the House of Commons would be 
radically altered. He had referred 
yesterday to the fact that the Com- 
mittees on the Army and Navy 
Estimates had been discontinued. He 
thought that they should be reappointed, 
and that there should also be a Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service Estimates. 
It was true that there was a Committee 
called the Committee of Public Accounts. 
So far as he could gather its work was 
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was checked by the Finance Committee, 
and when the business came before the 
County Council or the Town Council, 
discussion was principally confined to 
questions of policy. He hoped that 
some system of this kind would be 
adopted in the House of Commons. 


Bill read 3° and Passed. 


COMMISSION. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners :— 

The House went; and the Royal 
Assent was given to certain Bills which 
had passed both Houses. [For List, see 
p. 1742, Proceedings of House of Lords. ] 


PROROGATION. 
Then a Commission for P:oroguing 
the Parliament was read. 
After which— 
The LORD CHANCELLOR said : 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 


By virtue of Her Majesty’s}Com- 
mission, under the Great Seal, tofus 





chiefly to elaborately and carefully lock | and other Lords directed, and now read, 
the stable door about two years after | we do, in Her Majesty’s Name, and in 
the steed had disappeared. A Town | obedience to Her Commands, Prorogue 
Council, or a County Council appointed | this Parliament to Monday, the'18th day 
Committees to control its spending | of November next, to be here then 
departments, which supervised the work | holden; and this Parliament is accord- 
and saw that the expenditure was | ingly Prorogued to Monday the 18th 
properly incurred. Then every figure | | day of November next. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE, SESSION 1895. 


[SESSION II.] 





RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 2 September 1895 ;—/or, 


RETURN of the Number of Days on which the House Sat in Session IT., 1895, 
stating, for each Day, the Date of the Month, and Day of the Week, the 
Hour of the Meeting, and the Hour of Adjournment; and the Total 
Number of Hours occupied in the Sittings of the House, and the Average 
Time ; and showing the Number of Hours on which the House Sat each Day, 
and the Number of Hours after Midnight ; and the Number of Entries in 
each Day’s Votes and Proceedings (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 0.147, of Session I, 1895). 























“ | —— a Hours initia 3 
. Month. Day. House met. rei se after ye noone 
. - adjourned. Sitting. Midnight. otes. 
i , 

1895. | H. OM. i. M. uw. OM. t. M. 
Ss August 12 | Monday 2 O 2 45 0 45 - ~ 5 
0 13 } Tuesday 12 0 { 0 t 0 - - 4 
a 14 | Wednesday 12.6 3 30 3 30 - - 1 
- 5 | Thursday g ® li 55 9 55 ~ ~ 84 

- 16 | Friday ... 3. «(0 12 O 9 O - - 42 
rs a 19 | Monday 3. (0 2 20 1l 20 2 20 27 
LO - 20 | Tuesday 3 6 «60 1. 10 10 1 26 
e. a 21 | Wednesday iz @ 6 40 6 40 - - 12 
1- 5 22 | Thursday 3. 0 1 -30 10 30 1 30 21 
yn ” 23 | Friday ... 3 0 1 35 10 35 1 35 18 

26 | Monday... 3 0 2 16 ll 15 2 15 2” 
27 | Tuesday 3. («CO 1 20 10 20 1 20 28 
e 28 | Wednesday 12 0 2 0am. 14 0 : © 19 
to » 29 | Thursday 3 0 2 15 ll 15 2 15 28 
nt » 80} Friday <.. 3 0] 5 0am] 14 0 5 0 29 
is » 31 | Saturday 12 0 6 35 6 35 - = 23 
of —t 
he Total ... | 16 days | ne i 143 50 19 25 389 
nt . 
on 
H. M&M. H.  M. B,. Me He 26 

of September 2 | Monday 3’ “@ 12 30 9 30 0 30 44 
to ve 3 | Tuesday 3 0 12 25 9 25 0 25 35 
rO- - 4 | Wednesday 12°" 6 4 30 4 30 - - 23 

rs 5 | Thursday 10 0 - - - - - - 18 
of me 
Ty 
vi- Total... 4 days + mae 23 25 0 55 120 
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SUMMARY.—SESSION II. 
| 





Number | Number Number of | Number of 
MONTH. of of | Hours after Entries 
Days Sitting. |Hours Sitting. Midnight. in Votes. 
‘ ee Be 
August ... 16 143 50 | 19 25 389 
September 4 23 25 | 0 55 120 
ToTaL ... a 20 167 «15 20 20 509 





AVERAGE Leneru or Sirrine, Datty, 8 Hours, 213 Minutes. 





SUMMARY.—SESSIONS TI. anv IT. 








Number Number Number of Number of 
MONTH. of | of | Hours after Entries 
Days Sitting. |Hours Sitting.| Midnight. in Votes. 
Fy i H. M. H. M. 
Session I. a vr ‘ 97 TAT 2 21 «38 6,555 
Session IT. re ee inte 20 167 «15 20 20 509 
TorTaL... ae 117 914 17 | 41° 58 7,062 





AVERAGE LENGTH oF Sirrinc, DAILy, DURING THE Two Sessions, 1895, 


7 Hours, 48}9} Minutes. 
William H. Ley, 
Clerk of the Journals. 





DIVISIONS OF THE HOUSE, SESSION II. 


RETURN to an Order of the Honourabie The House of Commons, 
dated 2 September 1895 ;—/or, 
RETURN of the Number of Divisions of the House in Session IJ, 1895; 


also the Number of Divisions before and after Midnight (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.145, of Session I, 1895). 


| 
| 





| 


SUMMARY OF DIVISIONS. 


Number of Divisions on Public Business before Midnight 26h we Oe 
Ditto ditto after Midnight wns a Se 
Total Number of Divisions in Session JT, 1895 ae ace Oe 
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